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1884 


January 3, 1884 
“Price” The Signs of the Times 10, 1, p. 14. 


PRICE.—Died, near Farmington, W. T., Nov. 24, 1883, of scarlet 
fever. Lester W., son of Bro. W. C. T. and Harriet Price, aged 2 
years and 6 months. S/T/ January 3, 1884, page 14.1 


A. T. JONES. 





June 5, 1884 


“How Is the Amendment to Be Carried Out Practically?” The Signs of the 
Times 10, 22, p. 339. 


THIS question is asked by the Rev. J. C. K. Milligan, and the 
Christian Statesman of Feb. 21, 1884, and is answered by him as 
follows: “In brief, at its adoption will at once make the morality of the 
ten commandments to be the supreme law of the land, and 
anything in the State Constitutions and laws that is contrary to them 
will become unconstitutional. But the changes will come gradually, 
and probably only after the whole framework of Bible Legislation 
has been thoroughly canvassed by Congress and State 
Legislatures, by the Supreme Courts of the United States and of the 
several States, and by lawyers and citizens generally.”S/7T/ June 5, 
1884, page 339.1 


Then what will that be but to re-open the whole course of religious 
controversy from the Council of Nice to this day? And when the 
whole nation is thus plunged into religious controversy, who shall 
decide whether Congress or the State Legislature is correct? Who 
shall decide between lawyers and citizens generally, or between 
lawyers themselves, or citizens, or congressmen themselves? S/7/ 
June 5, 1884, page 339.2 


Dr. M’Allister’s answer is, “The conflict of individual opinion will 
inevitably lead to anarchical conflict of legislative action, unless 
there is an acknowledged standard to which appeal can and must 
be made. The Law of the Bible, by the proposed amendment, is 
made the supreme standard in deciding all moral questions in the 
administration of the government.” (See his Cleveland Convention 
speech, Statesman, Dec. 27, 1883.)S/T/ June 5, 1884, page 339.3 


But it is not a sufficient answer to say that “the Bible is the standard 
and source of appeal;” because the Bible is just what all the 
controversy and “conflict of opinion” is about. And to say that there 
the Bible is to be the source of appeal, is only to say that the very 
subject of controversy is to be the standard by which to decide the 
controversy. It is plain, therefore, that there must be something to 
which appeal may be made, and which can interpret the Scriptures, 





and decide between the disputants, as to what the truth of the 
question is; and this decision must, in the very nature of the case, 
the final. It cannot be the courts, because they are parties to the 
controversy, and again, because there are certain principles of law 
which courts recognize in their decisions; such as this: “When 
words are put in a written law, there is an end to all construction. 
They must be followed.” (See Hon. John A. Bingham, in 
“Impeachment of Johnson,” p. 23.) And this: “The words of a 
statute, if of common use, are to be taken in their natural, plain, 
obvious, and ordinary — signification and  import.”—Kent’s 
Commentaries, section 462. These principles will not be accepted 
by the Amendment party.S/7/ June 5, 1884, page 339.4 


To illustrate: Suppose the Amendment is secured, and, therefore, 
ten commandments are the supreme law of this nation. |, to be loyal 
to my Government, as well as loyal to my God, take the Bible, find 
the ten commandments, and begin to study diligently to learn what 
is my duty under this Government. | am taught by these 
fundamental principles in the interpretation of law, that “when words 
are plain in a written law, there is an end to all construction; they 
must be followed.” And having this plain rule, from the Hon. John A. 
Bingham, for my guide, and believing that the Congress of the 
United States made no mistake when it chose Mr. Bingham as the 
Special Judge Advocate to conduct the trial of the assassins of 
President Lincoln, and again when it chose him to conduct its 
impeachment of President Johnson; therefore be leading him to be 
a safe guide in the interpretation of law, and having also the plain 
directions of Chancellor Kent, | proceed to the inquiry, as to what is 
required of me by the ten commandments. | come to the fourth 
commandment. | read, “The seventh day is the Sabbath of the Lord 
thy God. In it thou shalt not do any work.” | applied my rule, thus: (1) 
This is a written law; (2) the words are plain—“The seventh day is 
the Sabbath.” Now if | find what day is the seventh day, my duty is 
plain. | turn to that subject, and | find that all the sources of inquiry 
to which | reply, answer with one voice, “The day commonly called 
Saturday is the seventh day.” Having found the seventh day, and 
the words been “plain,” (3) “there is an end to all construction,” “they 
must be followed.” Now | apply Chancellor Kent’s rule, that by the 
testimony of two witnesses | may be right. First, are the words of 
the statute to such as are of “common use it”? | read the statute 
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over carefully, and | find not a single word that is not of common 
use, and not one which | do not understand. Then | must take them 
“in their natural, plain, obvious, and ordinary signification and 
import.” Therefore, by these plain principles of the highest authority, 
| am compelled to admit that the seventh day is the Sabbath, and 
also to keep it as such. S/T/ June 5, 1884, page 339.5 


Having now learned my duty in relation to the Sabbath, and having 
kept it, | proceed to learn and obey the rest of the commandment. | 
read just as plainly as the other, “Six days shalt thou labor.” When 
the Sabbath is passed, | go to work on the first day of the week, that 
| may work the six “working days.” But my neighbor sees me at 
work, and calls out to me, “Halloa! Why are you working on the 
Sabbath?” | reply, This day is not Sabbath, and therefore | am not 
working on the Sabbath. | kept Sabbath yesterday. He answers, 
“Oh! that was the Jewish Sabbath that you kept. This day is the 
Christian Sabbath; this now a Christian Government, and the 
Christian Sabbath must and shall be kept.” | refuse to yield to that 
argument, and here is a “conflict of the individual opinion.” He has 
me arrested, and brought to trial. Suppose | providentially obtain the 
services of Hon. John A. Bingham to defend my cause, and he, by 
his consummate ability, convinces courts and juries that from the 
plainest reading of the statute | have to obey the supreme law of the 
land, and therefore innocent. And now suppose that just here the 
prosecution enters a plea that that is not the correct interpretation of 
the commandment; that, correctly interpreted, it means, not the 
definite seventh day, but “one day in seven.” Mr. Bingham insists 
that, by the fundamental rules of law, it must mean the seventh day. 
They reply, “Are we to apply the rules of civil law in the 
interpretation of a religious question? This is a religious subject, and 
it must be decided, and the commandment interpreted, in 
accordance with the Christian sentiment of this Christian 
Government. We are the majority, and the majority must 
decide.” S/TI June 5, 1884, page 339.6 


Now in such a case is this, is it not plain that the Bible will not be 
the source of appeal, but that it will be the Church as the interpreter 
of the Bible, which must render the final decision? Plainly, Yes. Is 
this an unjust illustration, or an unfair conclusion? Let us have their 
own words for answer. Please read again the question that the 





head of this article, and to the last word of that quotation connect 
the following and read it right onward; for it belongs there: “The 
churches and the pulpits have much to do with shaping and forming 
opinions on al! moral questions, and with interpretations of Scripture 
on moral and civil ... points and it is probable that in the almost 
universal gathering of our citizens about these the.... final decision 
of most points will be developed there.... There is certainly no class 
of citizens more intelligent, patriotic, and trustworthy than the 
leaders and teachers in our churches.” (?)S/T/ June 5, 1884, page 
339.7 


So, then, the church is to be the grand interpreter, and is to render 
the “final decisions” in this universal controversy. And again we are 
brought face to face with the image to the papal church. It was in 
this way that Rome placed herself as the one single interpreter of 
the Scriptures. Whenever a conflict of opinion occurred, it was 
brought immediately to the notice of the church, and she must 
decide as to what was the Scripture in the case, and which one of 
the disputants was in the right; consequently, no opinion could be 
held, and no duty practice, which he chose to declare unscriptural. 
Therefore, if the Scriptures were to be interpreted alone by her, and 
conduct was to be regulated alone by her decisions, it is manifest 
that the more the people read the Scriptures, the more we she 
annoyed by new controversies and by the necessity of rendering 
new decisions; and then why should she not prohibit the laity from 
reading the Scriptures? Besides, where was the use of the laity 
reading the Scriptures anyhow, when none but the clergy could 
interpret? S/T/ June 5, 1884, page 339.8 


Will the national reformers prohibit our reading and interpreting the 
Scriptures? If not, why not? Would it not be vastly better to do so at 
once than to be kept in a constant whirl of “interpretations,” and 
decisions? Then they could regulate the faith and practice of their 
so-called Christian government bulls issued, as occasion required, 
“in Domino salutem et apostolicam benedictionem.” This would 
save them a vast deal of labor, and doubtless would work just as 
well.S/T/ June 5, 1884, page 339.9 


Seriously, now, from reading the Christian Statesman, and studying 
this movement, how is it possible for any one to doubt that the 





“image to the beast’ is to be formed in this United States 
Government, and that it is that the very doors? And we fully agree 
with them that their movement does decidedly “contemplate 
sufficiently practical ends."—Alonzo T. Jones, in Review and 
Herald.SITI June 5, 1884, page 339.10 





July 3, 1884 


“Upper Columbia Conference” 1A sermon delivered by Eld. A. T. Jones in Oakland, 
Cal., Sabbath, July 5, 1884. The Signs of the Times 10, 26, p. 410. 


THE fourth annual session of the Upper Columbia Conference of S. 
D. Adventists was held at Walla Walla, W. T., June 6-16, 1884.S/7/ 
July 3, 1884, page 410.1 


FIRST MEETING, JUNE 6, 9 A.M 


Eld. G. W. Colcord in the chair. Prayer by Eld. J. H. Waggoner. 
Credentials of delegates called for and presented as follows: Walla 
Walla church, three; Milton, three; Dayton, two; Pataha, one; 
Farmington, one; Echo, one; church of Lostine, Oregon, eleven 
members, one delegate, admitted into Conference. Unorganized 
companies admitted to representation as follows: Alba, one; 
Alpowai, one; Idaho, one.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.2 


All visiting brethren from General Conference and California, were 
invited to participate in the deliberations of the Conference. Minutes 
of last session read and approved. Remarks of great 
encouragement and devotion to the cause were made by Elders J. 
N. Loughborough and J. H. Waggoner.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 
410.3 


Committees were named by the president as follows: On 
Resolutions—Elders J. H. Waggoner and A. T. Jones, and Prof. S. 
Brownsberger. Nominations—l. M. Johns, N. L. McCormick, J. 
Bartlett. Auditing—Wm. Russell, Anderson Johnson, W. R. Jones, 
T. Chabot, J. Cochran, and Aaron Miller. Credentials—Ambrose 
Johnson, J. Hammer, and Wm. SemplesS/T/ July 3, 1884, page 
410.4 


SECOND MEETING, JUNE 8, 9 A.M 


Brother Womach, of Basket Mountain, and Bro. Geo. Rogers, of 
Butter Creek, Oregon, were admitted as representatives of their 
respective fields. Church at Goldendale, nine members, one 





10 


delegate, admitted into Conference. S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.5 


Reports of laborers were called for, and reports made by Elders A. 
T. Jones, J. O. Corliss, G. W. Colcord, and by Licentiates W. A. 
Gibson and C. L. Ford.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.6 


THIRD MEETING, JUNE 10, 6:15 P.M 


Reports of committees were called for: Committee on Nominations 
reported: For President, Eld. J. N. Loughborough. Discussed by 
Elders Loughborough, Colcord, and Jones, and referred back to the 
committee. S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.7 


It was moved by Elder Jones that Elder J. M. Loughborough be 
cordially invited to labor in the Upper Columbia Conference. 
Discussion by Elders Loughborough, W. C. White, and J. H. 
Waggoner, and carried unanimously by a rising vote.S/7/ July 3, 
1884, page 410.8 


Committee on Resolutions reported: the resolutions were read, and 
consideration postponed till next meeting.S/7T/ July 3, 1884, page 
410.9 


FOURTH MEETING, JUNE 11, 11:30 A.M 


Consideration of resolutions was taken up, which we re-read as 
follows:—SI/TI July 3, 1884, page 410.10 


Resolved, That our earnest gratitude is due to God for his tender 
mercy toward us, and for the good counsel he has given us by his 
servants at this meeting, and especially through the labors of Sister 
White.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.11 


Resolved, That it is our duty, and we hereby pledge ourselves to 
more earnestly endeavor to keep the “unity of the Spirit” and of 
work in the Third Angel’s Message. S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.12 


WHEREAS, There are few laborers in this Conference, and 
because “the time is short” the needs of the cause are urgent, 
therefore, S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.13 





11 


Resolved, That we hereby request, and encourage all who can 
possibly give themselves to the work of God, to use every means in 
their power to place themselves in the ranks of the active 
workers. S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.14 


Resolved, That we recommend that all who can do so, avail 
themselves of a course of Bible instruction in Healdsburg College, 
in order to become better prepared to perform efficient service in 
the cause.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.15 


Adopted unanimously up to the fourth, which was read, and the 
Conference adjourned.S/7/ July 3, 1884, page 410.16 


FIFTH MEETING, JUNE 11, 6 P.M 


Resolution No. 4 was taken up and discussed at length by Prof. S. 
Brownsberger, Eld. W. C. White, Eld. J. H. Waggoner, and Bro. 
Wm. Nichols and carried unanimously.S/7T/ July 3, 1884, page 
410.17 


SIXTH MEETING, JUNE 12, 9:30 A. M 


Committee on Nominations reported: For President, Eld. J. N. 
Loughborough; Secretary, Eld. G. W. Colcord; Treasurer, |. M. 
Johns; Executive Committee; W. J. Goodwin and T. L. 
Ragsdale.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.18 


Moved that the report be adopted as a whole. After remarks by 


Elder Loughborough, it was carried unanimously.S/7/ July 3, 1884, 
page 410.19 


SEVENTH MEETING, JUNE 12, 5:15 P. M 


Calls for labor were heard. Strong calls were made for Colfax and 
Moscow, and for Weston and Centerville.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 
410.20 


EIGHTH MEETING, JUNE 13, 11 A.M 
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Wm. Nichols, Treasurer, presented an itemized report showing 
amount received, $1,407.20; paid, $1,407.20; with a balance due 
on labor, of $435. The report was accepted.S/7T/ July 3, 1884, page 
410.21 


The Committee on Credentials and Licenses reported: For 
credentials, Elds. G. W. Colcord and A. T. Jones; for colporter, W. 
R. Jones.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.22 


A motion to accept the report was discussed by Elders 
Loughborough and Waggoner, and adopted. Other names were 
referred to the Conference Committee.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 
410.23 


It was voted that a tent and camp-meeting fund of $500 be 
raised.S/TI July 3, 1884, page 410.24 


Moved that Brn. W. J. Goodwin and Wm. Nichols be chosen as 
delegates to the Pacific Coast Council, at East Portland. Carried 
unanimously.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.25 


It was voted the appointment of Camp-meeting Committee be left to 
the Executive Committee. A vote of thanks was tendered to the 
Oregon Railway and Navigation Company, and the Northern Pacific 


Railway Company, for reduced rates of travel over their lines.S/T/ 
July 3, 1884, page 410.26 


NINTH MEETING, JUNE 16, 5:30 A.M 


The Auditing Committee reported all business settled satisfactorily. 
Calls for labor were made in favor of Alpowai, Wallowa, Grande 
Ronde, and Goldendale.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.27 

Adjourned sine die.S!/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.28 

G. W. COLCORD, President.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.29 


ALONZO T. JONES, Secretary.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.30 


A. T. Jones, “Charity the Object of the Law,”24 sermon delivered by 
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Eld. A. T. Jones in Oakland, Cal., Sabbath, July 5, 1884. The Signs of the 


Times, 10, 29 (July 31, 1884), pp. 450, 451.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 
410.31 


TEXT.—‘Now the end of the commandment is charity out of a pure 
heart, and of a good conscience, and of faith unfeigned; from which 
some having swerved, have turned aside unto vain jangling.” 7 
Timothy 1:4, 5.SITI July 3, 1884, page 410.32 


The word “end” is it used here as in other places in the Scriptures, 
as meaning purpose, as in the James 5:77. In exhorting to patience 
under the coming of the Lord, he says, “Ye have heard of the 
patience of Job, and have seen the end of the Lord.” That is, we 
see the purpose of the Lord in allowing Job to suffer affliction. Again 
the word is used in Romans 10:4, “For Christ is the end the law, for 
righteousness, to every one that believeth.” That is, Christ is the 
purpose of the law for righteousness. Righteousness is in the law of 
God. Psalm 1179:172. To maintain righteous character is one of its 
purposes. But that purpose has been frustrated by man in his 
transgression, and he has forfeited all opportunity of obtaining 
righteousness from the law. Now Christ steps in; through him we 
obtain righteousness, and he thus becomes the purpose of the law 
for righteousness. This is the point of Paul’s argument in Romans 
8:3, “For what the law could not do, in that it was weak through the 
flesh, God sending his own Son in the likeness of sinful flesh, and 
for sin condemned sin in the flesh; that the righteousness of the law 
might be fulfilled in us,” &c. So then we may read the text, “The 
purpose of the commandment is charity,” &c.S/7T/ July 3, 1884, 
page 410.33 


From the context, it appears that the word “commandment” also is 
used in an accommodated sense, as being synonymous with the 
word “law.” It is used the same way by Paul in Romans 7:8, “Sin 
taking occasion by the commandment ... For without the /aw and 
was dead.” Verse 9: “I was alive without the law.... but when the 
commandment came.” Now putting these definitions in the place of 
these two words, we get the real meaning of the text by reading it: 
“Now the purpose of the law is charity.” And as charity means love, 
Proverbs 10:12; 1 Peter 4:8, we have this still further reading: “The 
purpose of the law is love;” and by it we discover that the purpose 





14 


that God had in giving the ten commandments was love. This is 
further proven by Deuteronomy 33:2, 3: “The Lord came from Sinai, 
and rose up from Seir unto them; he shined forth from Mount Paran, 
and he came with ten thousands of saints; from his right hand went 
a fiery law for them. Yea he loved the people.” And as God is love, 
7 John 4:8, and as it was love which led him to give his law to the 
people, and as the very purpose of the law is love, it could be 
nothing but a law of love. And so we find it. Romans 13:8, “He that 
loveth another hath fulfilled the law.” Verse 70, “Love is the fulfilling 
of the law.” 2 John 6, “This is love, that we walk after his 
commandments.” 7 John 5:3, “This is the love of God, that we keep 
his commandments,” and Matthew 23:37-40. So then we see that 
the degree of love which is demanded by the law of God is 
measured only by the demands which are made upon us by the 
Lord himself, for the law is simply and only an exposition of the 
perfections of God. But this purpose of the law cannot be met by 
the natural man. Romans 8:7. Therefore the apostle adds a phrase, 
“The purpose of the law is charity, out of a pure heart.” “The heart is 
deceitful above all things and desperately wicked.” Jeremiah 17:9; 
and the Saviour gives us a picture of the natural heart in Mark 7:27, 
22, “For from within, out of the heart of men, proceed evil thoughts, 
adulteries, fornications, murders, thefts, covetousness, wickedness, 
deceit, lasciviousness, an evil eye, blasphemy, pride, foolishness.” 
And this is what God finds in men, instead of the purpose of his law. 
Well indeed it is that Paul says that the purpose of the law can 
come only out of a pure heart. And blessed be God who has not 
only in love given us a lot of love, but has given the Son of his love 
to redeem us from this iniquity, and to teach us the way of love. By 
faith in him the heart is purified. Acts 75:9. And by his Holy Spirit 
dwelling in the heart, making it spiritual and thus in harmony with 
the law, the purpose of the law can be met,—love out of a pure 
heart, for the fruit of the Spirit is love. Galatians 5:22.SIT/ July 3, 
1884, page 410.34 


There is another phrase added in the text. “The purpose of the law 
is charity out of a pure heart, and of a good conscience.” It is a point 
that has been much debated whether conscience be a sufficient 
guide; and it may always be answered in the negative, because the 
conscience itself must be guided. The phrase now under 
consideration shows that, because it says agood conscience, 
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implying that there are consciences that are not good. And this is 
made sure by 7 Timothy 4:2, where we read of the “conscience 
seared with a hot iron.” Surely such a conscience as that needs to 
be guided; for a bad conscience could be nothing but a bad guide, 
and needs itself to be guided to that which is good; in short, needs 
to be made good.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 410.35 


This “seared with a hot iron,” of course is a figure, applied to the 
conscience, but if we understand the real searing with a hot iron, we 
may understand what the figure really means, applied to the 
conscience. If by accident your hand were struck upon a red-hot 
iron and held there a moment, it would be burned so much that the 
pain would be very severe. If the same hand were put a second 
time upon the same piece of hot iron, the pain would not be so 
great. And if it were put there the third time, there would be no pain 
at all. The tissue of the flesh would be so deadened that all sense of 
pain would be gone. Now carry the illustration to the conscience. 
Take, for instance, a young man, the son of pious parents, and who 
has been brought up in the fear of God. He leaves home and goes 
out into the world and falls in with evil associates, say with a class 
of persons who will steal, and to think that the one who can steal 
most expertly should be held in esteem among them. The young 
man is influenced finally to steal, for the first time; it is conscience 
will sting him to the quick. | once saw a young man steal a fine 
scarf, and go and put it away where it was perfectly safe; no one 
saw him but myself, and he did not know even that, but he was as 
restless as a person could be; and when he had stood it perhaps 
half an hour, | saw him go and get the scarf, and put it right back 
where he stole it from. Then he was easy.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 
410.36 


Suppose now this young man resist the pleadings of his 
conscience, and keeps what he has stolen; when he steals the 
second time, his conscience will not affect him nearly so much; and 
when he has stolen the third or fourth time, he will have no 
conscience on that point of all. He has utterly deadened his 
conscience, “seared it with a hot iron.” And so can he do under any 
commandment of the decalogue; and finally bring himself to that 
place where he will have no conscience at all on any of these 
points. Now suppose he by some means is induced to enter a 
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church, where he, perhaps, hears read from the Bible the words his 
mother taught him, or hears the words of a hymn which she sang to 
him, when a child, and he becomes a child again and listens to it all, 
until he falls on his knees before God, and cries for forgiveness; it is 
granted, and, like a child, again he starts into the world; he meets 
his old associates; they invite him to go with them in the old way, 
and he abhors it. Why, what is the matter? Ah! he is converted. The 
law of God is written anew upon his heart by the Holy Spirit, 2 
Corinthians 3:3, and now he has a good conscience, one which 
recognizes the claims of the command, “Thou shalt not steal.”S/7/ 
July 3, 1884, page 410.37 


Now | say that the/law of God is the great regulator of the 
conscience; and so much of the law of God as is in the heart, just 
that much contents a man has, and no more. Webster remarks on 
the word conscience that—“The English word implies amoral 
standard of action in the mind.” What moral standard of action is 
there for the human mind? None other than the ten 
commandments, which show the whole duty of man. Ecclesiastes 
12:13. And Paul expresses it clearly in Romans 7:25: “So then with 
the mind as serve the law of God.” This is further confirmed by 
Romans 2:14, 15: “For when the Gentiles, which have not the law, 
do by nature the things contained in the law, these having not the 
law are a law unto themselves; which show the work of the Jaw 
written in their hearts, their conscience also bearing witness,” &c. 
So we see that when they show (by doing the law) the work of the 
law written in the hearts, their conscience bears witness. And it is 
only to the work of the law, that there conscience does bear 
witness. Therefore it is plain that where there is no work of the law, 
the conscience cannot bear witness, and consequently, virtually, 
there is no conscience. On the strength of these “proofs of the Holy 
Writ,” let me repeat, Just as much of the law of God as is in the 
heart, just so much conscience a man has.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 
451.1 


However from the quotation before made from Mark 7:21, 22, it 
appears that there is hardly any of the law of God recognized in the 
natural heart. But God in his great love, “wherewith he hath loved 
us,” has made abundant provision for this lack. If we will repent, he 
will convert us, Acis 3:79; and write his law new in our hearts, 2 
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Corinthians 3:3; Hebrews 10:15, 16; Psalm 19:7; and thus, in 
writing his good law in our hearts, he gives as a good conscience, 
and the purpose of the law can be met.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 
451.2 


There is yet another phrase that Paul has given us: “The purpose of 
the law is charity out of a pure heart, and of a good conscience, and 
of faith unfeigned.” James (chap. 2:14-26) sets before us fully the 
nature of a feigned faith, a faith that depends all upon believing 
without any doing—all faith and no works. But Paul in Galatians 5:6, 
shows us what he means by the phrase “faith unfeigned.” “For in 
Jesus Christ neither circumcision availeth anything, nor 
uncircumcision; but faith which worketh by love.” There is; it is not 
alone a faith which works, but a faith which works by love. And thus 
in this, the “purpose of the law” is met. What a wondrous view of the 
law of God is here set before us! The purpose of the law is love. 
Love out of a heart from which love alone can flow. Love out of a 
conscience which witnesses to nothing but love. Love by a faith 
which works with nothing in view but love.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 
451.3 


And this brings us to notice, for just a moment, the last part of our 
text, with the marginal reading. “From which some not aiming at, 
have turned aside to vain jangling.” This shows that the purpose of 
the law, which is charity (love) must be our aim in the Christian life. 
What more painful thing to we see then a person who has no aim in 
life, having no controlling influence, no guiding star, but holy and 
entirely the creature of circumstances, now here, now there, and 
finally nowhere. But the person who has an aim, it matters not what 
it may be, everything must be turned to helping him reach it. 
Circumstances may seemingly turned him from it, but in the 
outcome they have only helped him onward. Warren Hastings, one 
of the men to whom England owes the greatness of for dominion, 
when he was but a child playing in the fields, saw the castles and 
estates that had once belonged to the name of Hastings. And child 
though he was, he determined then that he would bring them back 
once more to the name. And though it was nearly at the end of a 
long life before he reached it, he did reach it. Through many 
vicissitudes, adversity and prosperity, his one aimed in life was that, 
and he accomplished it. In the Christian life God has set before us 
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this aim, charity. And we are to aim at nothing else; for he who aims 
at anything else, even though he should reach his aim, really aims 
at nothing and reaches nothing. For though | aim at the eloquence 
of the tongues of men and of angels, and reach it, | reach only the 
lifeless, sounding brass. Though | aimed at the gift of prophecy and 
reach it, or the understanding of all mysteries and reach it; though | 
aim at all knowledge and reach it; though | aim at martyrdom and 
reach it; though | aim at any or all of these, and reached them, | 
have aimed at nothing and reached nothing. But if | aim at charity, | 
aim at that which God has set for my aim; and he will help me to 
reach it. And in reaching that, the highest, in the very nature of the 
case | reach all below it.S/T/ July 3, 1884, page 451.4 


Here, then, is our aim. Let it be indeed our aim. Let nothing swerve 
us from charity. For as surely as we lose our aim, of vain jangling is 
the inevitable consequence. The apostle Peter, after showing us 
how to reach charity says: “For so an entrance shall be ministered 
unto you abundantly into the everlasting kingdom of our Lord and 
Saviour Jesus Christ.”So means in this way, which shows that 
without charity we cannot obtain that entrance. Oh! we must aim at 
charity; we must reach it. And may the Lord help this people, who 
are set for the defense of the law of God in the earth, to aim at 
charity out of a pure heart, and of a good conscience, and of faith 
unfeigned, and so fulfill the purpose of that law.S/7T/ July 3, 1884, 
page 451.5 
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July 31, 1884 
“Dragons” The Signs of the Times 10, 29, p. 461. 


DRAGONS are often mentioned in the Scriptures, especially in 
connection with the ruins of cities, as in /saiah 13:22; but the 
imagination has always supplied any description of them that there 
might be. Now, however, through the researches of geologists, the 
veritable dragon itself has been brought to light. From a recent 
article on the subject, by C. F. Halder, in the Youth’s Companion, 
we extract the following:—S/T/ July 31, 1884, page 461.1 


“They ranged in size from that of a snipe up to nearly thirty feet in 
width, and when flying must have presented an astonishing 
spectacle. Those discovered in the chalk beds of the State of 
Kansas had no teeth, the jaws being covered by a horny case, as in 
the birds; in fact, when they were first taken from the ground, the 
discoverers did not hesitate to pronounce them a new and strange 
bird.S/T/ July 31, 1884, page 4617.2 


“There was a long, bird-like, toothless head; the sternum had a keel 
like that of birds, and the limb bones were also hollow, and 
contained air cells. But here a curious fact presented itself, the 
limbs themselves were those of a lizard, and the strange creatures 
were found to be reptile-like bats, being a combination of reptiles 
and flying birds; in fact, forming a link between them. In Europe 
most of these creatures found have ferocious teeth, and in all but 
the fiery breath and double heads are perfect dragons. In one 
specimen the membrane that formed the wing is_ perfectly 
preserved.S/T/ July 31, 1884, page 461.3 


“The animal was bound in the lithographic slates near Eichstadt, 
Bavaria. It had fallen upon its back and had been buried up in that 
position, and preserved for untold ages. The membrane forming the 
wing is held in place by what corresponds to our little or fifth finger, 
which, curiously enough, like some of the Japanese finger nails, 
has grown out so that it is almost as long as the animal’s entire 
body, thus forming a boom for the sail-like wing. If the reader can 
imagine his or her little finger ten feet long, and from its tip a wing or 
membrane extending to the ankle, an idea may be obtained of this 
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curious contrivance. S/7T/ July 31, 1884, page 461.4 


“The hind limbs were also connected by a web that presented a 
surface like a kite, while the tail had grown out to a prodigious 
length, almost twice that of the body, and ending not in a point, but 
in a broad, leaf-like, vertical paddle or rudder that our dragon used 
to guide himself in the air.S/T/ July 31, 1884, page 461.5 


“This membrane was rhomboid in shape, was probably of the same 
thickness as the wing, and held in position above and below by a 
series of cartilaginous spines that were flexible enough to allow a 
movement to and fro. The jaws of this monster were armed with 
teeth that protruded forward in a singular manner, seemingly utterly 
useless in either tearing or holding prey.S/T/ July 31, 1884, page 
461.6 


“The strange sight presented by these bat-like forms can only be 
imagined. From the cliffs along the shore, they perhaps hung like 
the bats of to-day, soaring away through the air with clumsy, 
labored flight. When crawling upon the ground the long finger was 
probably extended backward at an angle, and their motions could 
only be compared to the awkward shuffle of the bats.S/T/ July 37, 
1884, page 461.7 


“The living dracos or flying dragons of the East India Archipelago 
are also remarkable creatures. Between the limbs they have a 
membrane that is supported by the much prolonged five or six hind 
ribs. Their colors defy all description, and, flashing and glistening in 
the sun, their snake-like tails winding in and out, their curious ruffs 
trembling, they are dragons indeed.” S/T/ July 31, 1884, page 461.8 


A. T. JONES. 
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August 28, 1884 
“Civil or Religious, Which?” The Signs of the Times 10, 33, pp. 514, 515. 


REV. W. F. CRAFTS has been preaching lately, in the First 
Congregational Church, Chicago, a series of sermons in favor of 
Sunday laws; and the fact that the daily Inter-Ocean reports these 
verbatim, sometimes occupying more than five columns, is an 
indication of the prominence that this subject is assuming in public 
affairs. The report of the sermon of Sunday evening, August 3, it is 
before us, some points of which we propose to notice.S/7T/ August 
28, 1884, page 514.1 


As is usual in the discussion of this question nowadays, he tries to 
make it appear that Sunday laws and their enforcement have 
nothing to do with religion, but have “relation to health, education, 
home virtue, and patriotism,” and his attempt is crowned with the 
usual success of such efforts, that is, to prove emphatically the 
contrary. He says: “Such a day [as is secured by well-enforced 
Sabbath laws] causes rich and poor to meet on the platform of’ — 
What suppose you, my reader? On the platform of “health” 
interests? of “educational” interests? of the blessings of the home 
virtue? on the platform of “patriotism”? Not at all. But “causes rich 
and poor to meet on the platform of religious equality.” Yet Sunday 
laws well-enforced have no relation to religion!S/T/ August 28, 
1884, page 514.2 


Again; “Liberty allows the majority no right... to enforce its religion 
upon others. But inasmuch as more than three-fourths of the 
population are members or adherents of Christian churches, and so 
accustomed to set apart the first day of each week for rest and 
religion; and inasmuch as it is the conviction of this majority that the 
nation cannot be preserved without religion, nor religion without the 
Sabbath, nor the Sabbath without lost, therefore Sabbath laws are 
enacted,” &c. Let us analyze this. (a) The nation cannot be 
preserved without religion. (b) But religion cannot be preserved 
without the Sabbath. (c) But the Sabbath cannot be preserved 
without /aws. Now if these laws are to preserve the Sabbath that the 
Sabbath a preserve religion, it inevitably follows that all such laws 
are enacted in the interests of religion solely.S/7T/ August 28, 1884, 
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page 514.3 


Again; “Sabbath laws for protecting the worshiping day of the 
prevailing religion,.. are vindicated.” And so he goes on through his 
whole sermon, insisting all the time that Sunday laws must have “no 
relation to religion,” yet proving by every line of argument, in spite of 
his propositions, and in spite of logic, that such laws are wholly in 
the interests of religion. So it is, and always will be, with every one 
who attempts the task. All this goes to show that the animus of the 
whole discussion is the Sunday as a religious institution, and the 
enforcement of its observance as such. A further illustration of this 
is seen in the above quotation. Notice, he says the “majority has no 
right to enforce its religion upon others.” Then without the slightest 
break, or hesitation, he goes right forward and declares that a 
majority “are members or adherents of the Christian churches, and 
have set apart the first day of each week,” &c., &c., and winds up 
with the demand for laws for the enforcement of Sunday for the 
preservation of religion, an obedience to the will that majority. The 
gentleman’s logic is about as badly mixed as are his metaphors in 
that place where he sees the “infidel iconoclast,” that is one 
breaking an image, and cries out, not in tones of a entreaty, but of 
command, ‘Woodman, spare that tree.”S/T/ August 28, 1884, page 
514.4 


After all this we are not surprised to find him sanctioning an 
exposition (?) of the first amendment to the Constitution, “Congress 
shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof.” He calls it “that much 
misunderstood article of the National Constitution” and says: 
“President Charles E. Knox, D.D., of the German Seminary at 
Bloomfield, N.J., in a very able paper on the ‘Attitude of Our Foreign 
Population toward the Sabbath,’ urges that this amendment needs 
to be expounded everywhere to our foreign population. It should be 
shown to them that while Congress possesses no law-making 
power in respect to an establishment of religion, it may, and does, 
and always has, passed laws which have respect to religion.” Then 
our foreign population are to be informed, are they, that Congress 
“may, and does, and always has,” violated the Constitution? That 
would be an exposition of this article indeed. This will be news to 
the National Reform Association, too, as well as to the rest of us. 
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We feel almost sure that if Dr. Crafts can convince that association 
of the truth of this exposition, he will be promoted to great honor. 
However, we doubt his ability to do it. First, because this statement 
of Mr. Knox is notoriously false; and secondly, because the idea 
advanced by Mr. Crafts himself that the enactment of Sabbath laws 
is “not in violation of this article,” stands contradicted by the United 
States Senate, in that, when in 1830 it was positioned to legislate 
on this very subject of Sunday, it declared that such action would be 
unconstitutional.S/7T/ August 28, 1884, page 514.5 


Nor is the gentleman any more successful in his exposition of 
Constantine’s edict. After referring to the words of Moses in 
connection with the Sabbath, “that thy man-servant and thy maid- 
servant may rest as well as thou,” he says: “Constantine gave 
substantially the same reasons for the first Sabbath law enacted in 
Europe. It was a law to protect slaves and peasants in their right to 
Sabbath rest.” From this we can only wonder whether Mr. Crafts 
ever read Constantine’s law to which he refers. So far from its being 
the “first Sabbath law enacted in Europe,” it was not a Sabbath law 
at all. It commanded rest on the “venerable day of the sun.” It was 
the sun that was to be honored. If he had said this was the first 
Sunday law enacted in Europe he would not have been far wrong. 
But to make it a Sabbath law, is as utterly at variance with the truth 
as is the statement that “it was a law to protect slaves and peasants 
in their right to Sabbath rest.” A peasant is one who lives in the 
country, one who lives by rural labor. Now read Constantine’s law 
and see how much protection it gave the peasant, and the slave. 
Here it is—“Let all the judges and town people, and the occupation 
of all trades rest on the venerable day of the sun; but let those who 
are situated in the country freely and at full liberty attend to the 
business of agriculture; because it often happens that no other day 
is so fit for sowing corn or planting vines; last, the critical moment 
been let slip, men should lose the commodities granted by Heaven. 
Given the seventh day of March; Crispus and Constantine being 
consuls, each of them for the second time.” It is exceedingly difficult 
to conceive how any honest man who ever read that edict at all, 
could state that it was to “protect slaves and peasants,” when they 
were the very ones to whom it gave no protection whatever; the 
very ones who, by the terms of the edict itself, were excluded from 
its protection.S/T/ August 28, 1884, page 515.1 
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And it is by such methods as these that the national Sunday laws to 
be brought about, methods that have been them every element of 
dishonesty. But the methods are worthy of the cause in which they 
are enlisted, and the institution which by them is sought to be 
upheld. “Truth is fallen in the street, and equity cannot enter. Yea, 
truth faileth; and he that departeth from evil maketh himself a prey; 
and the Lord saw it, and it displeased him that there was no 
judgment.” Isaiah 59:14, 15.S/ITI August 28, 1884, page 515.2 


Other points we reserve till another occasion.S/7T/ August 28, 1884, 
page 515.3 


ALONZO T. JONES. 
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September 4, 1884 
“The Law of Rest—What Is It?” The Signs of the Times 10, 34, p. 530. 


IN further notice of Dr. Crafts on Sunday laws, we quote: “The 
liberty of rest for each depends upon the law of rest for all.” This is 
in fact the truth, but in the way in which it is expounded by those in 
favor of Sunday laws, it is false.S/T/ September 4, 1884, page 
530.1 


“The liberty of rest for each depends upon the law of rest for all.” Is 
there then a lot of rest for all? We say there is. Where? In the fourth 
commandment of the decalogue. We read: “Remember the 
Sabbath day, to keep it holy. Six days shalt thou labor, and do all 
thy work; but the seventh day is the Sabbath of the Lord thy God; in 
it thou shalt not do any work, thou, nor thy son, nor thy daughter, 
thy manservant, nor thy maidservant, nor thy cattle, nor thy stranger 
that is within thy gates; for in six days the Lord made heaven and 
earth, the sea, and all that in them is, and rested the seventh day: 
wherefore the Lord blessed the Sabbath day, and hallowed it.” 
Exodus 20:8-11.S/ITI September 4, 1884, page 530.2 


There is the original and only rightful lot of weekly rest there is in 
the world. It is obligatory upon all men, but for all time and 
everywhere. It is explicit as regards the rest; it is definite as regards 
the time of the rest, and it is complete in that it not only enjoins the 
rest and tells the time of it, but gives the reason for it, and the 
reason for the law which enjoins it, and also reveals the Author of 
the law. See: (a) Remember the rest day. (b) The seventh day is 
the rest day. (c) In it thou shalt not do any work. (d) For in six days 
the Lord made heaven and earth, and rested the seventh day. (e) 
For this reason the Lord blessed the rest day and set it apart. Again 
we Say this is the law of rest for all. And it is the right of rest for 
each. And more; outside of this command as God wrote it, and as it 
reads, there is no right of weekly rest for any man on the earth. To 
deny this is to a search that it is right to ignore the authority of God, 
and to disobey God; which is only to say that it is right to do wrong. 
For, God in his supremacy has commanded to man a day of rest. 
He likewise has fixed the day upon which man shall rest. He has set 
that day apart from the other days of the week, and the Lord’s order 
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of things concerning it, and to select another day of the week, and 
obtain the enactment, by earthly governments, of laws enforcing its 
observance, is awill-worship in its inception, usurpation in its 
fruition, and rebellion in its completion. Colossians 2:18, 22, 23; 
Jeremiah 28:15, 16.SITI September 4, 1884, page 530.3 


From the force of this arrangement, they attempt to shield 
themselves by the claim that the fourth commandment “is indefinite 
as regards the day.” As we have shown, and as every unprejudiced 
reader of the commandment knows, that is false. But for the sake of 
the argument let us admit that it is true. Then we have the following: 
(a) God wrote it himself on the table of stone. Exodus 31:78. (b) He 
added no more (Deuteronomy 5:22), which shows (c) Whatever the 
command is, definite or in definite, it is intentionally so by the Lord 
himself. (d) They claim that it is indefinite, therefore it follows from 
these promises that the Lord intentionally made it so. Then we say 
to them: If God has made that commandment indefinite, by what 
authority do you make it definite? If he in his own law has not fixed 
the date to be observed in obedience to that law, what right have 
you to fix it? And in thus presuming to do what God has purposely 
not done, you turn that usurpation into open rebellion by exacting of 
all, under pains and penalties, obedience to law as you have fixed 
it, in defiance of the law as God has made it, and as you yourselves 
affirm that he made it. Then we say to all: In this where do the 
Sunday-law movers differ from the papacy in its dealings with the 
law of God? Daniel 7:25; 2 Thessalonians 2:4. In other words, will 
not this movement in its completion be that to which the scripture 
points, “an image to the beast’? So then there claim, of the 
indefiniteness of the law, instead of shielding them, only serves the 
more plainly to expose their willfulnmess, usurpation, and 
rebellion.S/T/ September 4, 1884, page 530.4 


After this exploit of usurping the authority to fix the day, it is but an 
easy step to the reading in its reverse the quotation at the beginning 
of this article, thus: “The right of rest for each is the /aw of rest for 
all.” This is the reading most commonly found among the Sunday- 
law advocates, and indeed, for them it is the appropriate reading. 
For claiming, as we have seen, the right to fix the day of rest, and 
having the power to enact a law enforcing its observance, their right 
then becomes the /aw for all. It is plain, however, from any analysis 
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of their movement that may be made, that all the right there is in it is 
that where in might makes right. It is not that right which is the 
illegitimate offspring of a conscientious regard for righteous law; but 
that right (?) which is begotten of the adulterous connection of 
church and State; that right (?) which says, “I have the power, and | 
will be obeyed. If you do not acknowledge my right you shall 
acknowledge my might.” And this is the nature of the Sunday-law 
observance, from the first Sunday law that ever was enacted to the 
one which they now seek to have enacted.S/7/ September 4, 1884, 
page 530.5 


In consonance with this, Mr. Crafts pays his respects to the 
opposition to such laws in the following illustrative style. He calls it, 
“The brazen despotism of a loud and low minority over a two 
compromising majority who in danger liberty by concessions, for 
fear of being misunderstood in their methods of protecting it. In 
California this oligarchy of foreign liquor-sellers was actually 
allowed to repeal the Sabbath law as a ‘league of freedom.’ “This 
oppression of masses by margins must be stopped.’S/T/ 
September 4, 1884, page 530.6 


Seventh-day keepers also come into the gentleman’s notice. He 
asks a very important question, to which we should be very much 
pleased to have some Sunday-law advocates give a consistent 
answer. Here is his question: “But how is it consistent with liberty 
that those whose religion requires them to rest on the seventh day 
are compelled to give the public business and public amusements 
on the first day?” In his answer he separates the Jews from other 
Sabbath-keepers, and says: “In the case of the Jews the case is not 
as difficult as many have thought.” Oh, yes, it is very easy for him to 
dispense with their case. Hear him: “If he cannot do more business 
in five days in Great Britain and the United States than in six days 
elsewhere, he is free to remain elsewhere. |f when he comes into 
Great Britain or the United States he finds by experiment that a 
‘conscientious Jew cannot make a living,’ the world is all before him 
to choose where he will dwell.” And so it appears that whether a 
man can be an inhabitant of the United States, is to depend 
altogether upon whether he will keep Sunday. Yet Sunday laws 
have nothing to do with religion! Compel a man to stultify his 
conscience or leave the country; and yet the cause of all this has 
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nothing to do with religion!S/T/ September 4, 1884, page 530.7 


Rabbi Winter, of Brooklyn, applied a touchstone to this thing which 
in an instant proves its “true inwardness.” In reply to questions and 
proposals of Dr. Crafts, looking to the adoption by the Jews, of 
Sunday instead of Sabbath, the Rabbi proposed “a compromise 
between Christians and Jews, by agreeing on ‘a neutral day in the 
middle of the week’ as a sabbath for all—showing that he is willing 
to give up Saturday and take some other common day, his national 
prejudiced against the Christian first-day Sabbath been his only 
reason for preferring the third or fourth day to the first, a prejudiced 
which of course the law cannot recognize.” Certainly “of course” 
not. But why “of course”? If Sunday laws have relation simply to 
“health, education,” etc., cannot these be promoted just as well on 
Wednesday as on Sunday? If not, why not? Cannot the laboring 
man rest just as well on Thursday as on Sunday? And if the rest is 
to have no reference at all to religion, nor to the “religious aspect of 
the day,” then why is not the proposition of the Rabbi eminently 
proper? You ask the Jew to give up the day which he observes; he 
only ask that you do likewise. He proposes to meet you halfway; 
certainly nothing could be fairer, but “of course” it cannot be 
recognized. Oh no, “of course” everything must be given up for 
Sunday, and every man’s conscientious convictions must be 
crushed doubt that Sunday laws may have free course to run and 
be glorified. And all this without any reference to the religious 
aspect of the day? Nay, barely! For the “opinion” of these people, 
“is very decided for freedom [on Sunday] from anything that could 
shock a thoroughly Christian community.”S!IT! September 4, 1884, 
page 530.8 


His opinions of Seventh-day Baptist, and in that, of seventh-day 
Adventists, will be noticed next week.S/7/ September 4, 1884, page 
530.9 


ALONZO T. JONES. 
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September 11, 1884 
“Sunday Laws and Liberty” The Signs of the Times 10, 35, pp. 546, 547. 


LAST week, in answer to Dr. Crafts’ question, “How is it consistent 
with liberty that those whose religion requires them to rest on the 
seventh day are compelled to give up public business and public 
amusements on the first day?” He gave an answer, so far as the 
Jews are concerned, to the effect that as Sunday-keepers are the 
majority, and therefore have the power, they are “decided” that 
nothing shall be done by anyone “that could shock or disturb a 
thoroughly Christian community.” In short, that the institutions of 
their religion shall be observed at the expense of the conscientious 
convictions of every one else in the country. And this is “consistent 
with liberty”! It is, with that species of liberty which is created by 
relentlessly crushing out the exercise of every dissentient opinion. 
And with that kind of Liberty, no act of the papal church has ever 
been inconsistent.S/T/ September 11, 1884, page 546.1 


Of other seventh-day keepers, illustrated by his citation of the 
Seventh-day Baptists, he says: “So, the Seventh-day Baptists, 
being only one five-thousandth of the population, can hardly ask to 
have the laws change for them.” Why not, pray? Is it not just as 
proper for the Sabbath-keepers to ask that the laws be changed in 
their behalf, as it is for the Sunday-keepers to have those laws 
enacted in their behalf? Or is it true that all rights, civil and religious, 
human and divine, are summed up in Sunday-keepers?S/7/ 
September 11, 1884, page 546.2 


Again: “It would not be responsible for the Legislatures to compel 
the other ninety-nine-hundredths of the population who do not 
regard Saturday as a sacred day, to stop business, for the few who 
do.” True enough. But suppose that those who “regard Saturday as 
a sacred day,” were the majority, then, according to the premises of 
Dr. Crafts, and the Sunday-law people generally, it would be 
reasonable for the Legislatures to compe! all who did not so regard 
it,to stop business on Saturday. But will they admit the 
reasonableness of this logical conclusion from their own premises? 
Not for a minute. Suppose, for instance, that in the State of Ohio the 
Seventh-day Adventist word the majority. Then suppose that they, 
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being the majority in the Legislature, pass a law compelling all the 
people of the State to rest on the seventh day (Saturday), what a 
roar of indignant protest would immediately arise from united 
Christendom! Exclamations of “religious bigotry!” “Destruction of 
religious liberty!” “Violation of the rights of conscience!” etc., etc., to 
the end of the catalogue, would fill the air. And justly so, say we. 
But if the claims of the Sunday-law advocates be just, where would 
there be any wrong, where any injustice, in such an action? If it 
would be wrong for Sabbath-keepers, when in the majority, to pass 
laws compelling Sunday-keepers to rest on Saturday, where in then 
is it right for Sunday-keepers, when in the majority, to pass laws 
compelling Sabbath-keepers to rest on Sunday? S/T/ September 17, 
1884, page 546.3 


And, too, in answer to all their protestations, we could say, Why, 
dear sirs, you need not make so much ado. This is no restriction of 
your rights, this is no invasion of your liberties. You are right to rest 
on Sunday still remains to do. You are at perfect liberty to refuse to 
work on Sunday. Our action is entirely “consistent with liberty.” We 
do not by this law compel you to keep Saturday religiously; this 
statute has “nothing to do with religion.” This does not compel you 
to go to church; you are at “liberty,” to stay at home. This law has 
nothing to do with “the religious aspects of the day,” it only has 
relation to your “health,” to your “education,” to your “home virtue,” 
and to your “patriotism”! Now, reader, we ask you to candidly, is 
there in all the United States, one person who regard Sunday as a 
sacred day, who would accept any such reasoning as that? And yet 
those who do so regards Sunday, are the very ones who offer this 
reasoning (?) to us, and expect us to accept it as conclusive, for the 
reason that they are the majority, and for that reason alone. S/T/ 
September 11, 1884, page 546.4 


But if it be thus, as Mr. Crafts says, that “laws for protecting the 
worshiping day of the prevailing religion from disturbance, are then 
vindicated,” who does not see that loss for the protection of the 
institutions of the prevailing religion are vindicated in the same way, 
whatever and wherever that religion may be? And then is not the 
Mohammedan, in his own country, fully justified in enacting laws 
compelling Christians to shut up their places of business, and rest 
on Friday, his Assembly day, and saying to them, in the words of 
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Dr. Crafts, “If you cannot do more business in five days in Turkey or 
Arabia, then in six days elsewhere, you are free to go elsewhere. If 
you find that in Turkey or Arabia and a conscientious Christian 
cannot make a living, the world is all before you to choose where 
you will dwell.” Every man who has the least conception of liberty 
will say that that would be oppression. Yet the same Sunday- 
keeping Christians, who would unanimously pronounced that 
oppression in Turkey, will do the same thing in America in behalf of 
Sunday, and call it liberty. And wherever a voice is raised against 
their action, it is immediately branded as the “brazen despotism of a 
loud and low minority,” even though the opposition be made by a 
majority of the inhabitants of a whole State, as in California in 1882. 
And for this these free citizens of the sovereign State of California 
are called by this Sunday-law champion, “this oligarchy of foreign 
liquor-sellers.”, Hear him: “In California this oligarchy of foreign 
liquor-sellers was actually allowed to repeal the Sabbath law, as a 
‘league of freedom.”S/T/ September 11, 1884, page 546.5 


His application here to the “League of Freedom,” is as false as any 
of the other of his claims. The Rescue, the organ of the Good 
Templars, said of the Sunday plank in the Republican platform, that 
it was an “entire blank, acceptable to the League of Freedom, and 
entirely in their interests.” And Dr. McDonald, president of the Home 
Protection Association, said that he was “disgusted with the 
Sunday-law plank in the platform.” That it was “too treacherous and 
unsafe,” etc. and the Home Protection Association was the most 
active opponent of the League of Freedom. It “is a consummation 
devoutly to be wished,” that, while the spokesman strive so 
strenuously for their Christian Sabbath, they would show some 
respect for the Christian duty to “speak the truth,” and to “not bear 
false witness against thy neighbor.”S/T/ September 11, 1884, page 
546.6 


They were “actually allowed,” he says, to “repeal the Sabbath law.” 
“Allowed!” By whom? That Sunday law was repealed by virtue of an 
issue that was carried by a majority of 17,517 votes, in the State 
election. And the Governor and other State officers who were 
“actually allowed” to be elected in that campaign, are still “actually 
allowed” to conduct the affairs of the State. And by the same token, 
and on the same day, Secretary Folger was “actually allowed” to be 
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beaten for the Governorship of New York. We should not wonder if 
Dr. Crafts would one of these days volunteer the information that 
the people of the United States were “actually allowed” to abolish 
slavery! After this display of erudition, we are not at all surprised to 
find him, in the very next sentence, calling the repeal of the law, an 
act of oppression. See, “Thisoppression of masses by margins 
must be stopped.” So, then, a condition of affairs under which 
Sunday-keepers and all others are at liberty to keep the day as they 
may choose, without the slightest interference, is oppression. But if 
only a law could be enacted compelling all to keep the Sunday, 
under penalty of fine, or imprisonment, or confiscation of goods, or 
banishment, that would be LIBERTY. To quote his own words, it 
“leaves a man’s religious beliefs and practices as free as the air he 
breathes.” Yes, it does. As free as the air that was breathed in the 
Black Hole of Calcutta.S/T/ September 11, 1884, page 546.7 


And in leaving “a man’s religious beliefs and practices” so free, “it 
only forbids the carrying on of certain kinds of business on a certain 
day of the week.,.... in deference to the feelings and wishes” of a 
certain class. It therefore was no restriction whatever, of the 
“religious beliefs and practices” of the apostles when the priests and 
Sadducees laid hands on them and put them in the common prison, 
and commanded them not to speak at all nor to teach in the name 
of Jesus. That was perfect religious liberty. And for the apostles to 
oppose the will of the majority as they did, was the “brazen 
despotism of a loud and low minority,” we suppose. Acis 4 and 5. 
The priests and Sadducees and the Council, did not command 
them to not believe in Jesus, and his resurrection. They did not 
command that they should not worship him. They only commanded 
that they “should not speak at all nor teach in the name of Jesus.” 
The Sadducees were the “majority,” and as the preaching of the 
apostles disturb their “thoroughly” Sadducean religion, “this 
oppression of masses by margins “had to be “stopped.” And thus 
might Dr. Crafts and the National Reform party justify every act of 
repression, and condemn every work of reform that has ever been 
in the world.S/T/ September 11, 1884, page 547.1 


One other point we will notice at another time.S/7T/ September 17, 
1884, page 547.2 
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September 18, 1884 


“Civil Government and the First Table of the Law” The Signs of the Times 
10, 36, pp. 562, 563. 


ROGER WILLIAMS enunciated the doctrine that “the civi 
magistrate has no authority over offenses against the first table” of 
the law of God. On this Dr. Crafts remarks that it “is worthy of all 
acceptance; but it must be interpreted and applied with common 
sense.” Then he proceeds to give us an “interpretation,” which 
presumably he considers to be “common sense.” And now—S/T/ 
September 18, 1884, page 562.1 


“Turn hear your steps, and your eyes employ, Ye hapless 
daughters, and ye sons of Troy.”S/7T/ September 18, 1884, page 
562.2 


And see how he does it. He says: “The Mormon is not to claim 
under it a right to bigamy and polygamy.” S/T/ September 18, 1884, 
page 562.3 


What shadow of connection is there between “bigamy and 
polygamy,” and the first table of the law? Or has he become so 
accustomed to looking at everything in the reverse that the law of 
God to is turned backward, and so to his vision the second table of 
the law is the first, and duty toward men takes precedence of that 
toward God? The Mormon in his “bigamy and polygamy,” commits 
adultery, which is transgression of the seventh commandment, the 
third statute of the second table; and the second table regulates our 
duties toward our fellow-men, and civil government has a right to, 
yea, it must, exercise its authority there, because that is one of the 
main purposes of civil government. And when Congress legislates 
on the Mormon adultery, what kind of “common sense’ is that which 
interpret such action as legislation upon offenses against the first 
table? So far is it from being common sense, that it is the oldest 
kind of nonsense—in short there is no sense at all in it. But utterly 
destitute of sense as it is, it shows plainly that there is no sophistry, 
no subterfuge, and that will not be employed to blind the minds of 
the masses to the unrighteousness of the enactment and 
enforcement of Sunday laws.S/T/ September 18, 1884, page 562.4 
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This statement by Roger Williams is sound doctrine and eminently 
common sense as it stands. It is truth that civil government has no 
right to legislate in matters pertaining to the first table of the law. 
The first table has to do it alone with man’s duty to God; and what 
ever conception of what God is or what God requires, is distinctively 
his own conception, and applies exclusively between that man and 
his God. And when the State attempts by law to regulate such 
conception, it enters the domain where it does not belong, and 
where it can have no shadow of a right.S/T/ September 18, 1884, 
page 562.5 


The State has no right to say whether a man shall have one God or 
fifty, or whether he shall have any God at all. It has no right to say 
whether its subject shall worship Jehovah, Jupiter, Josh, Buddha, 
Thor, Odin, Isis, or Osiris. So far as the State is concerned, the 
Chinaman has a right to bring his graven images of his gods with 
him, and worship them. The Hindu has a right to bring his Buddha 
with him and worship if there. The Sabian has the right to bring his 
sacred fire, and worship it.S/T/ September 18, 1884, page 562.6 


But, on the other hand, the worshiper, of what kind soever he may 
be, must keep his worship between himself and his god, must keep 
it within the limits of the first table. He, on his part, must not invade 
the domain of the State. The fire-worshiper may carry on his 
worship unmolested so long as he keeps it between himself and his 
fire-god; but the moment that he sees is one of his fellow-men and 
attempts to kill him and burn him in the fire as a sacrifice to his god, 
that moment the State stretches forth its powerful hand and stops 
him. Because, in the exercise of one of its chief offices, the State 
must protect the life of this one of its subjects. Therefore when any 
one in his worship of his god attempts the life of another, even 
though it be his own child, the State must interfere and protect the 
life of its subject, and prosecute the offender. Prosecute him, not for 
any offense against any part of the first table, but for his offense 
against that statute of the second table, which says, “Thou shalt not 
kill.” And the State has the right to so prosecute, even to the 
annihilation of such worship, if it proved to be necessary to the 
protection of the lives of its subjects.S/7T/ September 18, 1884, page 
562.7 
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So likewise the Mormons have the right to separate themselves, 
and go away into the wilderness, and there establish a hierarchy if 
they choose, and the Government can say nothing against their 
proposal to worship their god in that way. But when they make 
adultery the chief corner-stone of their hierarchy, and when every 
act of worship toward their god must be sanctified by adultery, then 
the Government must interfere; because the State has the right to, 
yea, it must protect its subjects from the adulterer as well as from 
the murderer. And in this, as in the above case, such interference is 
not because of any infringement of the first table of the law, but 
solely because, and in correction of, there infringement of that 
statute of the second table which says, “Thou shalt not commit 
adultery;” and the State has the right to carry such interference to 
the extent of annihilating that hierarchy, if it be found necessary to 
the abolition of their adulterous practices.S/T/ September 18, 1884, 
page 562.8 


Again, suppose a class of religionists should arise, holding, upon 
Acts 4:32, that no worship was acceptable to God except that 
based upon the principles of community of property. So long as 
such religionists, believing it their duty, maintain such views and 
worship between themselves and God, the Government has 
nothing to say against what they do. But if they, in carrying out their 
principle of “all things common,” begin to appropriate the property of 
their neighbors, then the State asserts its right to protect the 
property of its citizens. And such action in no wise touches relations 
nor duties of the first table, but does solely with that part of the 
second table which says, “Thou shalt not steal.” The same principle 
would hold in regard to any infraction of the ninth commandment, 
“Thou shalt not bear false witness against thy neighbor.” Therefore 
it is plain that the civil Government has no right to interfere with the 
religious practices of any people so long as such practices are 
confined within the limits of the first table of the law. S/T/ September 
18, 1884, page 562.9 


Now the question arises, Has the State any right to compel the 
observance of the Sabbath? From the principles pointed out in the 
foregoing, the question must be answered in the negative; because 
the Sabbath is an institution belonging exclusively to the first table 
of the law, and is regulated wholly by a statute of the first table. The 
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non-observance of the Sabbath interferes with no person’s life, nor 
chastity, nor property, nor character. Consequently the non- 
observance of the Sabbath on the part of any person can by no 
possibility come within the limits of the jurisdiction of the State. This 
of the Sabbath. We do not hear refer to Sunday, because Sunday- 
keeping has no connection whatever with anything in either first or 
the second table, unless it be in the form of a transgression of the 
first commandment. And as we have seen that, though it were part 
of the first table, the State can have nothing to do with it; and as 
every one knows it is no part of the second table, therefore any 
legislation in behalf of Sunday is utterly excluded, so far as the two 
tables of the law are concerned.S/7T/ September 18, 1884, page 
562.10 


But suppose that Sunday were truly the Sabbath; is there been any 
just ground for legislation, in the claim of the Sunday-law people, 
that there rest is disturbed by other people not keeping Sunday? It 
is difficult to see how one person’s choice not to rest on a certain 
day can disturb the one who chooses to rest that day. Suppose | 
rest on Sunday; my neighbor across the way works on Sunday. 
Now how can his work, on his own premises, disturb my rest on my 
premises? It does not disturb my rest and it cannot. This we know, 
for we are acquainted with the experience, not in keeping Sunday, it 
is true, but in keeping the Sabbath, and the principle is the same. 
There are thousands of Sabbath-keepers in the United States. They 
are found in city and country in every State and Territory in the 
Union. They all rest on the Sabbath of the Lord (Saturday), which is 
acknowledged to be the busiest day of the week, and yet no such 
thing was ever heard of as a Seventh-day Adventist complaining of 
his rest being disturbed. We have churches in such busy cities as 
Chicago, San Francisco, Denver, and many others, where they 
meet for worship every Sabbath, and although in the midst of these 
busy cities, on the busiest day of the week, yet no one ever heard a 
complaint of their worship being disturbed by other people working. 
And if such complaints were made (which will never be), how much 
respect would it received from Sunday-keepers? Just none at all. It 
would be considered as wholly unworthy their notice. And this 
shows that their cry about their rest, worship, etc., being disturbed 
by people working on Sunday, does not spring from principle, but 
entirely from willfulness. Well they are consistent in that at least; for 
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as we have shown in the articles that have gone before, that 
Sunday-keeping is will-worship, so, therefore, they are consistent in 
consulting their own willfulness alone in seeking to compel others to 
keep it. In their whole system there is no recognition of the principle 
of equal rights, but as we have shown in a previous article, it rests 
wholly upon the idea that “might is right.” With them there is no 
recognition of the right of every man to worship God according to 
the dictates of his own conscience, but every man must worship 
according to the dictates of the conscience of the Sunday-law 
claimant. Yet even this is not a true statement of the case, but 
rather that every man must worship according to the will of the 
Sunday-law claimant. We say “wil? because in this case, as a 
matter of fact, there is no conscience at all.S/T! September 18, 
1884, page 562.11 


In short, the more closely the Sunday institution, and the claims for 
Sunday laws are examined, the more plainly it appears that they 
rest upon no particle of right or equity. The more carefully they are 
weighed in the balances, the more decidedly they are found 
wanting. Instead of the National Reform movement being a work of 
reform, it is the opposite. Instead of its being a progression in the 
civilization of the nineteenth century, it is a retrogression to that of 
the twelfth century. Instead of its shedding a broader and purer light 
upon the intellectual world, instead of its turning the shadow 
backward, it swings it forward until the bright face of the intellectual 
dial-plate is covered with the black this of darkness of the Dark 
Ages.S/TIl September 18, 1884, page 563.1 


In closing we give the following words of wisdom from Washington: 
“| have often expressed my opinion, that every man who conducts 
himself as a good citizen is accountable to God alone for his 
religious faith, and should be protected and worshiping God 
according to the dictates of his own conscience.” And with this we 
say that the government has no right to enact laws making any of 
the duties of the first table a test of good citizenship.S!T! September 
18, 1884, page 563.2 


ALONZO T. JONES. 


Oakland, Cal., Sept. 10, 1884S/T/ September 18, 1884, page 
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563.3 


NOTE:—I believe that the principles laid down in this article will 
bear the test of just judicial criticism. If any think otherwise, | shall 
be glad to receive any suggestions they may make.S/7/ September 
18, 1884, page 563.4 


A. T. J. 
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October 2, 1884 
“Conscience and Sunday Laws” The Signs of the Times 10, 37, p. 578. 


LAST week we remarked that with the Sunday-law advocates “there 
is no recognition of the right of every man to worship God according 
wounds the dictates of his own conscience, but every man must 
worship according to the dictates of the conscience of the Sunday- 
law client. Yet even this is not a true statement of the case, but 
rather that every man must worship according to the will of the 
Sunday-law claimant. We say will, because in this case, as a matter 
of fact, there is no conscience at all.”"S/T! October 2, 1884, page 
578.1 


That there is no recognition of the rights of conscience in others, is 
proved by the following quotation from the organ of the National 
Reform party, the Christian Statesman, of Nov. 1, 1883: “If there be 
any Christian who objects to the proposed amendment on the 
ground that it might touch the conscience of the infidel, it seems to 
me that it would be in order to inquire whether he himself should not 
have some conscience in the matter.” In the same article it is plainly 
shown that whoever does not keep Sunday stands in the same 
position as the infidel; and so it appears that what ever religious 
rights they may choose to have enforced by law, it must be so 
wholly out of respect for their wishes who will have it so, with no 
regard for the consciences of any who differ with them. And now as 
they so decided to show that they will not respect our consciences, 
we propose to show that in this thing at least, their action does not 
spring from conscience at all, and that therefore, on their part, there 
is no conscience for us to respect.S/T/ October 2, 1884, page 578.2 


CONSCIENCE 


Is defined by Webster’s Unabridged to be “the moral faculty; the 
moral sense;” and, “the English word implies a moral standard of 
action in the mind.” Now the only moral standard of action for the 
human mind that there is in existence, is the moral law, the law of 
God, the ten commandments. That this definition and this statement 
are strictly in accordance with the Scripture is readily seen by 
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Hebrews 10:15, 16: “The Holy Ghost also is a witness to us; for 
after that he had said before, this is the covenant that | will make 
with them after those days, saith the lord, | will put my laws into 
their hearts, and in their minds will | write them.” “Written... with the 
spirit of the living God, not in tables of stone, but in fleshy tables of 
the heart.” 2 Corinthians 3:3. “So then,” says Paul, “with the mind | 
serve the law of God.” Romans 7:25.SITI October 2, 1884, page 
578.3 


Again, “For if the blood of bulls and of goats and the ashes of an 
heifer sprinkling the unclean sanctifieth to the purifying of the flesh, 
how much more shall the blood of Christ who through the eternal 
Spirit offer himself without spot the God, purge your conscience 
from dead works to serve the living God.” “Let us draw near with a 
true heart in full assurance of faith, having our hearts sprinkled from 
an evil conscience.” Hebrews 9:13, 14; 10:22. So then the blood of 
Christ cleanses the conscience “from dead works,” “from evil,” from 
sin. But how does the conscience discover that it is defiled by sin? 
Romans 3:20 answers: By the law is the knowledge of sin. And 7 
John 3:4. Sin is the transgression of the law.S/T/ October 2, 1884, 
page 578.4 


Once more; Romans 2:14, 15: “When the Gentiles, which have not 
the [written, see context] law, do by nature the things contained in 
the law, these having not the [written] law area law unto 
themselves; which show the work of the law written in their hearts, 
their conscience also bearing witness.” When the Gentiles do the 
things contained in the /aw, their conscience bears witness. And by 
doing the things of the law, they show the work of the law written in 
their hearts, and to that there conscience bears witness. Observe, 
the conscience bears witness only to the things contained in the 
law. Therefore as much of the law of God as is in the heart so much 
conscience a man has, and no more. By these “proofs of Holy Writ,” 
then, the definition above given is justified, and it is proved that the 
ten commandments are the moral standard of action of the human 
mind; that they are the detector of the stains of sin upon the 
conscience; that they are the great regulator of the conscience; and 
that, virtually, the law of God is conscience. And by these proofs it 
is clear that when, out of respect for the law of God, a person does 
what is commanded in the law, he acts conscientiously. And it is 
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equally clear that when a person, with the law of God before him, 
chooses to go contrary to the plain reading of the text of the law, he 
does not act conscientiously, but willfully, and his own will becomes 
the standard of his mind, and so conscience is shut out.S/7/ 
October 2, 1884, page 578.5 


The fourth commandment is the original and only moral standard of 
action that there is in the world regarding the observance of the 
Sabbath. It alone is the regulator of the conscience on that subject. 
By it alone can be detected Sabbath-breaking stains upon the 
conscience. Obedience to it, out of respect to the commandment 
and its Author, is conscientious obedience. Disobedience to it, even 
though we _ seek to. substitute another day, cannot be 
conscientiousness.S/7T/ October 2, 1884, page 578.6 


“Remember the Sabbath day, to keep it holy. Six days shalt thou 
labor, and do all thy work; but the seventh day is the Sabbath of the 
Lord thy God; in it thou shalt not do any work, thou, nor thy son, nor 
thy daughter, thy manservant, nor thy maidservant, nor thy cattle, 
nor thy stranger that is within thy gates; for in six days the Lord 
made heaven and earth, the sea, and all that in them is, and rested 
the seventh day; wherefore the Lord blessed the Sabbath day, and 
hallowed it.” Exodus 20:8-11. This commandment is just as plain as 
it can be written, even by the Lord himself. So that to every one who 
can read it, his duty is plain, and he is without excuse in 
disobedience. There is in it room for only one possible question; 
that is, What day is the seventh day? and having found it, honestly 
before God, to obey the word with all our God-given powers; and to 
such obedience, and to such only, conscience bears witness; such 
obedience is conscientious.S/7T/ October 2, 1884, page 578.7 


Sunday-keeping is no part of the law of God. The Sunday institution 
is not based upon the fourth commandment, nor is it sanctioned by 
it. No man can read the first day of the week, to Sunday, into the 
commandment without destroying the commandment. And outside 
of the fourth commandment no one claims any commandment for 
Sunday-keeping in the Bible. They know there is no such 
commandment in all the Book. Therefore, as there is no 
commandment from God for the observance of Sunday, as there is 
the law of God on the subject, its observance cannot be a matter of 
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conscience. Being not of God, there is nothing in it that can be 
recognized by the conscience, which is of God. Not resting upon 
the authority of God, it rests upon no authority that the conscience 
can respect. And there lies the weakness of the Sunday cause. If 
there were anything in it that would touch the conscience; anything 
that the conscience could recognize; if it rested upon authority that 
the conscience could respect, its advocates moving in the fear of 
God, would never have need to ask for human laws to compel 
people to observe it.S/7T/ October 2, 1884, page 578.8 


If, then, the Sunday institution and Sunday laws are not founded in 
conscience, from what do they spring? FromS/T/ October 2, 1884, 
page 578.9 


SUPERSTITION 


Superstition is defined by Webster: “Extreme and unnecessary 
scruples in the observance of religious rights not commanded.” |n 
the zeal and the efforts of the National Reform party of those who 
demand laws compelling the observance of Sunday, this definition 
is meant exactly. The keeping of Sunday religiously is the 
observance of a right absolutely not commanded by the Lord in any 
place in all his revelation to men. Let them show us a 
commandment from the Lord for the observance of Sunday and we 
will willingly and gladly keep it, and do all that we can possibly can 
to get all others to observe it; and thus on our part at least they will 
have no need of the enactment of laws enforcing its observance. 
Let them show us from the Bible, Old Testament or New, any such 
expression in favor of Sunday as that “ye ought” to keep it, or that “I 
have given you an example that ye should do’ it, or that “happy are 
ye if ye do” it, and we will obey the injunction, and thenceforth will 
keep Sunday. We will keep it conscientiously. And until they shall 
open the Bible and show was a command for it, that we may see it 
and say, This is the word of God, until then we utterly refuse to 
keep it, civil law or constitutional amendment to the contrary 
notwithstanding. But they never can produce such a 
commandment, and they know it, and therefore they will have civil 
enactments and constitutional amendment to supply their defect, 
and the seek to remedy the fatal defect.S/T/ October 2, 1884, page 
578.10 
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More, as we find in the Bible, in the moral law, that great regulator 
of the conscience, a plain commandment in joining the observance 
of the seventh day as the Sabbath of the Lord, our consciences 
oblige us to keep it so, out of conscientious regard for the authority 
of the Author of the law. And so long as that commandments 
stands, and they fail to produce from the word of God a 
commandment for us to keep the first day, just so long we refuse to 
give up the observances of that which is commanded, to adopt the 
practice of that which is not commanded. In other words, and 
according to the definitions given above, we refuse to yield our 
conscience for their superstition.S/T! October 2, 1884, page 578.11 


By some this may be thought strong language. But the question is 
not, Is it strong? but, Is it true? In the answer must be, according to 
the Scriptures, and the highest authority in the English language, /t 
is true. And it being also true that for the sake of the superstition, its 
advocates will annul the chartered liberties of this whole liberty- 
loving people; liberties which were bought with much blood and 
untold suffering; liberties for which our fathers pledged their lives, 
their fortunes, and their sacred honor; liberties which have been the 
vital principle in the work of every reformer from the day of Arnold of 
Brescia, to our own; liberties which are the legitimate outgrowth of 
the Reformation as a whole, and consequent on the spread of its 
enlightenment,—when all these must be ruthlessly torn away, and 
relentlessly crushed out, for the establishment of a superstition, we 
know of no words that would be too strong by which to characterize 
it. We cannot sit idly by and see all our so dearly-bought rights so 
cruelly taken away. They urge the contest upon us, and in the name 
of civil and religious liberty, in the name of him rights, and the name 
of conscience, in the name of Him who alone can cleanse the 
conscience from all stain, and in the name of Him who alone is 
Ruler of the conscience, we accept the issue. We accept the issue, 
and in conscience rejects the superstition.S/T! October 2, 1884, 
page 578.12 


ALONZO T. JONES. 
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October 16, 1884 
“Question and Answer” The Signs of the Times 10, 39, p. 611. 


IN the first verse of Revelation 21, are we to understand that there 
is literally to be “no more sea,” in the earth made new? J. C. H.S/T/ 
October 16, 1884, page 611.1 


ANSWER.—We think not. You will see byRevelation 20:17, that 
the heaven and the earth fled away from the face of him who sat on 
the great white throne, “and there was no place found for them;” 
they were no more. In the verse to which you refer this is stated 
again, but in contrast with the new heaven and new earth. “I saw a 
new heaven and a new earth; for the first heaven and the first earth 
were passed away; and there was no more sea.” In other words, 
the first heaven and the first earth were no more; the sea also 
passed away and was no more. And as there is to be a new heaven 
and a new earth, it is only reasonable to suppose that there will be 
a new sea. Especially as we read of the river of life and that its 
waters go “down into the plain, and go into the sea.” Ezekiel 47:8. 
Besides this, that we read in /saiah 35:6 of the new earth; “in the 
wilderness shall water break out and streams in the desert.” Now if 
there shall be rivers and streams flowing through the new earth, it is 
only natural to suppose that there is some place to which they flow, 
and that place a new sea.S/7/ October 16, 1884, page 611.2 


More than this, when God made the heaven and the earth, in the 
beginning, he also said: “Let the waters be gathered together unto 
one place; ... and the gathering together of the waters called he 
seas.” Genesis 1:9, 10. Now if there had never been any sin on the 
earth, certainly this sea would have remained as long as the earth 
and its paradise remained, which of course would have been for 
ever and ever. But sin entered, and grew so great that the flood 
came, and by that the quantity of water was greatly increased upon 
the earth, because the “windows of heaven were opened,” and the 
fountains of the great deep were broken up. Genesis 7:17. In 2 
Esdras 6:42 we have a hint of what the ancients thought of this; 
“upon the third day thou didst command that the waters should be 
gathered in the seventh part of the earth.”S/T/ October 16, 1884, 
page 611.3 
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And so when “the earth and the heaven” because of sin shall flee 
away from the face of him who shall sit upon the great white throne, 
then this sea, which has been so greatly increased because of sin, 
will also flee away with them, and like them there will be found no 
place for it; it will be no more. Then when he who sits upon the 
throne says: “Behold | make all things new,” the sea must be made 
new or it will not be true that he makes all things new. And so there 
will be not only a new heaven and a new earth, but a new sea also. 
All new.S/T/ October 16, 1884, page 611.4 


Therefore we conclude that when John says, “and there was no 
more sea,” he has reference exclusively to that sea that belongs 
with the earth and the heaven which she had just seen flee away, 
and for which no place was found.S/7T/ October 16, 1884, page 
617.4 


Dr. Clarke says on this passage: “The sea no more appeared then 
did the first heaven and earth. All was made new.” S/7T/ October 16, 
1884, page 611.6 


The “Bible Commentary” says: “(2) The former ‘sea’ has passed 
away like the former ‘earth,’ but this does not preclude a ‘new’ sea, 
any more than a new ‘earth.””S/T/ October 16, 1884, page 611.7 


A. T. JONES. 


“Healdsburg College” The Signs of the Times 10, 39, p. 623. 


BEING at Healdsburg College, on business, October 6 and 7, | took 
occasion to visit the College and the Students’ Home. At the college 
| found more than ninety pupils, ranging from childhood to middle 
age, earnestly engaged in their studies, guided by a corp of seven 
teachers, besides the principal, Professor Brownsberger. | visited 
every room and listened to the recitations, all of which were very 
interesting; but that which impressed me most was the deep 
interest taken by the teachers. It seemed to be their greatest care 
that every one in the class should thoroughly understand the 
lesson. If there was anything that any one did not see clearly, he 
would state it frankly, then the teacher would take it up and go over 
it again, and even again and again, enlarging, and illustrating until 
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every part of the lesson was made perfectly plain to every one. And 
all done with the most cheerful kindness; no sign of impatience, no 
censure. It is inconceivable that any one should go to school there 
without learning well and thoroughly everything that he studies. S/T7/ 
October 16, 1884, page 623.1 


At night | had the pleasure of enjoying the hospitality of the 
Students’ Home. | do not say “boarding-house,” for that would be a 
misnomer applied here. It was indeed a pleasure. Everything so tidy 
and in such perfect order; everything done with such cheerful 
alacrity; all tends to give that peaceful, pleasant, home influence 
which is really soothing and restful, and by which one feels that the 
blessing of God, and his angels abide there. Nearly fifty of the 
students dwell at the “home,” and every one seemed to be entirely 
satisfied with the place and the surroundings. Indeed | cannot see 
how it could be otherwise. Every dwelling-room is nicely carpeted 
and nicely furnished, the table abundantly supplied with the very 
best of food, and that well-cooked. In truth nothing short of a first- 
class hotel could equal the accommodations, and nothing short of a 
first-class home in every sense of the word could equal the 
influence of the Students’ Home.S/7/ October 16, 1884, page 623.2 


And | would say to Seventh-day Adventist parents on all the Pacific 
Coast, who have children to send to school, Don’t fail to send them 
to Healdsburg College, and have them dwell at the Students’ Home. 
Some will probably say, “The expense is so much more than at the 
public school at home.” Admitting that the expense is somewhat 
more, it is absolutely true that the benefits are infinitely greater. So 
send them along. And to Seventh-day Adventists on the coast, who 
have not children to send, as well as all those who have, let not 
your hands be slacking furnishing means to the institution, that it 
may never lacking in its splendid efficiency. He who will be a friend 
of the Healdsburg College is the friend of the Third Angel’s 
Message.S/T/ October 16, 1884, page 623.3 


ALONZO T. JONES. 
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October 23, 1884 


“How to Honor the Reformers” The Signs of the Times 10, 40, p. 626. 


IN the /ndependent of October 9, 1884, Rev. David Macrae, of 
Dundee, Scotland, gives an excellent article on “The Scottish 
Covenanters, and How to Honor Them,” in which he tells some 
wholesome truth to those “who claim to be the Covenanters 
successors,” which is as closely applicable to those who profess to 
be the successors of Luther, or Wesley, or any other of the 
Reformers, as it is to be the would-be successors of the 
Covenanters. With much more that is good, he says:—S/7T/ October 
23, 1884, page 626.1 


“Some people seem to think that the more rightly they adhere to the 
Covenanters’ doctrinal views, the more honor they do to the 
Covenanters themselves, and the more entitled they are to be 
regarded as their successors. But in point of fact, such people are 
doing discredit to the spirit of the Covenants, while adhering to the 
letter, and, under the impression that they are honoring the 
Covenanters, are doing them the greatest injustice. For, to adhere 
to the theological dogmas and political tenants of the Covenanters, 
in the form in which they held them, is to make the monstrous 
assumption that, if the Covenanters had lived till our time, they 
would never have got beyond the point where they stood in the 
seventeenth century. It is to assume that, after two hundred years 
of prayer for more light, they would never have got any, or, getting 
it, would have refused to receive it. It is to assume that they would 
have studied the Bible for two centuries, and never have learned 
anything more of its character, its purpose, and its meaning than 
they did. It is to assume that they would have watched the 
operations of God’s providence, and witnessed the struggle and the 
development of Christianity for two hundred years, without learning 
anything more of God’s ways, or of man’s duty, then they did it first. 
Such a supposition is far from complementary. Truth remains the 
same, but not man’s knowledge of it. The motions of the planets are 
the same now as in Ptolemy’s time; but Ptolemy’s view of their 
motion was a mistaken view. His system had to give way before a 
fuller knowledge of the facts. There is a similar change and 
progress in theology; not in the facts on which a true theology is 
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based, but in man’s knowledge in interpretation of these facts....S/T/ 
October 23, 1884, page 626.2 


“Those, therefore, who are the true successors of the Covenanters, 
are not those who stand where the Covenanters stood two hundred 
years ago, but those who, advancing in the lines which the 
Covenanters struggle to keep open, stand now where the 
Covenanters themselves would have stood had they enjoyed the 
advantage of two centuries more of thought, and research, and 
Christian experience, such as the Christian commonwealth has had 
since their time....S/T/ October 23, 1884, page 626.3 


“The mistake of those who claim especially to be the Covenanters’ 
successors is that they cleave to the Covenanters’ errors, and allow 
the living principles by which these errors would have been 
rectified, to escape....S/T/ October 23, 1884, page 626.4 


“There is much, indeed, that our Christian churches of to-day have 
yet to learn from the Covenanters of two hundred years ago. Had 
they more of the Covenanters’ loyalty to truth, we should not see so 
many doctrines maintained in the creed professed, which are no 
longer believed. We should not see churches professing to be 
Protestant the, paying two antiquated confessions of faith, and 
catechisms, the same homage which Catholics paid to the pope, 
only more shameful because less sincere.S/7T/ October 23, 1884, 
page 626.5 


“With such trust in the truth and fearless loyalty to conviction as the 
Covenanters had, we should see in the church is more men dealing 
with arrogance and error as Luther did when he nailed his theses to 
the church door at Wittenberg; as Cameron and Cargill did, when, 
with life at stake, they affixed their declaration to the marke, cross at 
Sanquhar, two hundred years ago. We should see the churches 
themselves entering more boldly upon the path of progress in 
reform, which such men kept open, and striving to do for this 
generation, with its new ones, what the Scottish Covenanters did so 
nobly for theirs.”S/T/ October 23, 1884, page 626.6 


We are glad of these words from such a source, for we see the 
spirit which they reproof, so persistently manifested in the churches 
of the present day, whenever the claims of the fourth 
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commandment are presented. They act as though what the 
Reformers did not hold and practice must be rejected as, prime 
facie, false, and as though all that was ever to be learned of 
doctrine and progress in Bible truth, had been learned by the 
Reformers, and that the churches as their true successors are 
therefore the repositories of all truth, and the utmost limit of 
Christian progress; and that what ever arises that differs from what 
they believe, must be heresy just because it so differs. But as Dr. 
Macrae says, such are not the successors of the Reformers, but 
they are rather the successors of those who persecuted them. S/T/ 
October 23, 1884, page 626.7 


It has ever been so. The Lutherans were ready to pour out their 
furious invectives against Melanchthon, only because, after Luther’s 
death, he made some advance; and there stand the Lutherans yet, 
just where Luther left them, and where the advancing truth left 
them, and they still profess to be the true successors of Luther, and 
seek to honor him, by seeing no more in the noonday of the 
nineteenth century then Luther saw in the dimness and mist of the 
early dawn of the sixteenth. It would be only to repeat the same 
story, to tell of the other reformers in churches which have 
successively arisen, each of them persecuted in its turn by the one 
which had gone before; all, after becoming established and popular, 
resisting vigorously any advance in the knowledge of religious truth; 
all seeking to honor the leaders in their reform, by knowing no more 
truth than they did, and treating as heretics all who urge upon the 
attention of the people any Bible truth, however plainly expressed, 
which the leaders of their particular reform did not see. Yet all these 
reformers, Luther, Melanchthon, Zwingle, Calvin, Arminius, and the 
Wesleys, were without exception heretics each in his time; but each 
one was a reformer. The reformer is always a heretic. He is always 
counted as an enthusiast, and very often a fanatic. Such is the 
heritage, in his day, of every reformer, and such he must expect to 
be counted, if he will do the work of a reformer. In the very nature of 
things it must be so. For He goes squarely against the established 
customs and order of things. He cries out against the popular ideas 
and practices of the day. And human nature is not going to be 
disturbed in its popularity, its pleasures, and its pleasant dreams, 
and take it all calmly. The waters of that immense stream are not 
going to be turned from their accustomed channel without 
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resistance.S/T/ October 23, 1884, page 626.8 


Nevertheless, knowing all this, and expecting it all, in Knowing also 
the truth and the virtue of the principle which he advocates, the 
reformer as he really is, but heretic as he is held, out of pure love of 
the principal, urges it always, everywhere, and against all 
opposition, until finally he achieves its success, and compels its 
recognition. Just then the reform encounters its greatest danger, the 
discussion of which we reserve for another occasion.S/T/ October 
23, 1884, page 626.9 


ALONZO T. JONES. 
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October 30, 1884 
“Reform and Popularity” The Signs of the Times 10, 41, p. 642. 


“IT is the universal law that whatever pursuit, whatever doctrine, 
becomes fashionable, shall lose a portion of that dignity which it 
had possessed while it was confined to a small but earnest minority, 
and was loved for its own sake alone."—Macaulay’s England, 
Chapter 8, Paragraph 136.S/TI October 30, 1884, page 642.1 


A short study of the history of reforms, will be sufficient to convince 
any one of the truth of this observation. Fashionableness, 
popularity, is the one great danger of every reform. For just as soon 
as, from pure love of the principle, by self-denial, sacrifice, and 
faithful endeavor, it has been carried to that point where it compels 
recognition, and begins to grow popular, it receives accessions 
because of its popularity, and not because of its truth; because of 
its fashionableness, and not because it is loved; and this, as 
expressed above, inevitably detracts from that dignity which it 
possessed when it was loved for its own sake alone. This spirit 
soon pervades the whole body, leaders and all, and then the 
leaders dare not press any thing upon the people, more than they 
accepted because of its popularity, and soon, “like people like 
priest” (Hosea 4:9), it reaches the point where the special reform 
which they represent, cannot itself be preached in the simplicity and 
dignity with which it arose, because even that has become 
unpopular. And just as surely as one begins to press these things 
upon their notice, he will be slighted; and if he persists in it, he will 
as surely be accounted a “troubler of Israel,” and will be ostracized, 
and if his work goes on, it must do so outside of the communion 
with which it has hitherto been connected. It must begin again in 
weakness, in humility, in self-denial, in reproached, and_ in 
separation, because it is unpopular.S!T! October 30, 1884, page 
642.2 


In this very thing lies the reason and the philosophy of the fact 
stated by Wendell Phillips: “No reform, moral or intellectual, ever 
came down from the upper classes of society. Each and all came 
up from the protest of martyr and victim.”S/T/ October 30, 1884, 
page 642.3 
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Again Mr. Phillips says: “No man, in the pulpit or on the platform, 
can be true to the truth, and at the same time be popular with his 
generation.” The tendency of the truth, either moral or intellectual, is 
to reform, and no reform is ever popular. When it becomes popular, 
truth is compromised and loses its power. Whosoever, therefore, 
will love the truth must do so at the expense of his popularity. Christ 
illustrated these principles, in his choice of his disciples. The 
Pharisees, also, at the same time gave an illustration of the 
principles here evolved. When the officers had returned, not 
bringing Christ as they had been ordered, to their “Never man 
spake like this man,” the answer was made, “Have any of the rulers 
were the Pharisees believed on him?” And when Nicodemus simply 
call their attention to a principle of justice and the law, which, if 
allowed, they knew must be in Jesus’ favor, they cried out, “Art thou 
also of Galilee?” John 7:45-52. And although even among the chief 
rulers, there were some who believed in the truth he taught, and the 
evidences of his mission, they would not confess him, because of 
the Pharisees, and lest they should be put out of the synagogue. 
Then the apostle gives the gist of this whole subject: “For they loved 
the praise of men more than the praise of God.” John 12:42, 43. 
They loved popularity more than they love the truth, and that, too, 
which they really believed to be the truth.S/7/ October 30, 1884, 
page 642.4 


Yet “the common people heard him gladly;” because, as is well 
expressed by Robertson Smith: “The religious /ife of Israel was truer 
than the teaching of the Pharisees.”—Old Testament in the Jewish 
Church, Lecture 5, last paragraph but one. They were willing to 
believe on him, to love him, and to the efforts of the Pharisees to 
take him, they were very pertinently asked, “When Christ cometh, 
will he do more miracles then [sic.] these which this man hath 
done?” The Pharisees could not avoid seeing the force of this 
argument, for they could not deny that Messiah would certainly 
come; well, if when he should come he should do no more miracles 
than those which he had done, why was not this he? But no; all 
questions, all reasonings must be set aside because he did not 
foster their pride, nor promote their popularity. If he had gone to 
them, every part of his doctrine would have been by them warped 
into conformity with their proud lives; and so, if he would have his 
mission proved a success, if he would have the truth grow, in its 
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purity, he was compelled to go to the common people, to those who 
would receive the truth, and the love of it for its own sake alone, to 
those who would conform their lives to the perfect form of the 
doctrine, and not seek to bend the doctrine into the imperfect shape 
of their evil lives.S/T/ October 30, 1884, page 642.5 


This work of Christ, in his immediate presence on the earth, was not 
an exception to the rule by which the progress of his truth has been 
worked out. It was rather the laying down of the rule itself. Prof. 
Robertson Smith truly says: “Throughout the history of the church it 
has always been found that the silent experience of the pious 
people of God has been truer, and has led the people in a safer 
path, then the public decrees of those who claim to be authoritative 
leaders of theological thought—Old Testament in the Jewish 
Church, Lecture 5, last sentence. And so again we are brought to 
the truth that no Reform has ever come down from the upper 
classes of society. And coming up from the protest of smarter and 
victim it has to meet all the pride of place and power of popularity, 
and with only the simple truth it overcomes all. The truth and the 
love of it is the reformer’s “shield and buckler.” The truth will reach 
the conscience and compel assent. Then the individual must make 
his choice, whether he will love the praise of men more than the 
praise of God, whether he loves popularity more than he loves truth. 
Truth is demonstrable, and even when a person decides against it 
in his practice, he cannot deny the evidence upon which the 
proposition is based. The only way in which he can justify his 
opposition is to destroy the evidence.S!/T!/ October 30, 1884, page 
642.6 


To illustrate: When many of the people believe on Jesus, basing 
their faith in his Messiahship on the fact that he had raised Lazarus 
from the dead, then the chief priest “consulted that they might put 
Lazarus to death.” John 12:10, 11. Exactly; the only way they could 
evade the truth was to destroy the evidence by killing Lazarus. They 
would go to the length of committing murder, rather than to 
acknowledge what they could not deny. The papal persecutions, 
and all others, have been carried on in the same channel. When the 
Bible was appealed to, it was destroyed. Then when the heretic in 
his words and his life gave evidence to the truth, his life was 
destroyed.S/T/ October 30, 1884, page 642.7 
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Opposition to the Third Angel’s Message is conducted on the same 
principle. The substance of that message is reform on the ten 
commandments, particularly the fourth. Without special reference to 
that commandment, we may ask the “chief rulers” of any orthodox 
church in all the land, whether the ten commandments are the law 
of God; whether they are every one binding on all people; whether 
they are immutable, unchangeable; whether that is the fundamental 
law; whether it is the constitution of the moral world; whether it is 
the truth; whether the fourth commandment is as binding as the first 
or the seventh, or any other one? and to every one of these 
questions they will answer emphatically, Yes. Then we may turn to 
the fourth commandment and read, “The seventh day is the 
Sabbath of the Lord thy God, in it thou shalt not do any work;” and 
ask them to obey it, and what do they do? They attempt to destroy 
the evidence by abolishing the law. And from the positions taken by 
the National Reform Party, as well as from the message itself, we 
are assured that their endeavors will not be confined to the law, but 
that when they get the power, it will be extended against those who 
respect and maintain the obligation of the law. And still they will call 
that reform, which in every feature is contrary to the word of God, 
the truth, the basis of all reform. But in no single point does it agree 
with the principles of true reform. It arose and is carried on by those 
who claim to be authoritative leaders of theological thought, who, as 
quoted above, have never been safe guides. It comes down from 
the upper classes of society, which no reform has ever done, and 
which we have seen it can never do. Those who advocate it are 
popular, which Wendell Phillips declared no man can be “and be 
true to the truth.” More than all these, the fundamental principle of 
the whole cause, viz., the Sunday sabbath, is a falsehood from its 
very inception. They may call it National Reform all they please, but 
the more it is examined in the light of truth, the more plainly it 
appears that there is not a single element of reform in the whole 
movement.S/T/ October 30, 1884, page 642.8 


ALONZO T. JONES. 


“Note” The Signs of the Times 10, 41, p. 642. 


Since writing the above the Christian Statesman of Oct. 16 has 
come to hand, containing a portion of a paper read by Rev. A. T. 
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Pierson, D. D., before the Ministerial Union of Philadelphia, from 
which | clipped the following strong confirmation of the points of the 
foregoing article:—S/T/ October 30, 1884, page 642.1 


“We are often fettered by our denominationalism. Brought up to 
exalt our sectarian standards, and use, and politics, we sometimes 
degenerate into religious partisans and politicians, espousing our 
sect, because it is our sect. We stand by our callers, whether it is 
the color of the blood or not! We preach and teach what we find in 
our denominational standards, whether or not we give an 
intelligence scriptural reason for our position. Have we the boldness 
to face opposition and ridiculed for the sake of the truth? And, if a 
candid, careful searching of the word should compel us to believe 
that our denominational position is unscriptural in any respect, 
would we simply follow the light God might give us, or consent to 
silence and compromise with conscience? Many of us are hindered 
in preaching the word and in directing the affairs of Christ’s body, by 
the very officers of our church, and especially by ungodly trustees! 
If, out of profound convictions, born of prayer and spiritual travail, 
we should insist upon a new and more spiritual conduct of our 
churches, or preach some gospel truth that pierces the quick, there 
are some church officers who would come between us and the 
congregation, and request us to keep silence or resign.”S/T/ 
October 30, 1884, page 642.2 


A. T. J. 


“Notes on the International Lesson. 7 Kings 11:4-13” The Signs of the 
Times 10, 41, pp. 646, 647. 


NOVEMBER 16—1 Kings 11:4-13 


IN the present lesson our attention is turned from Solomon in his 
uprightness, when he was the beloved of the Lord, to Solomon in 
his degradation, when “the Lord was angry with” him; from Solomon 
building a temple for Jehovah, which the Lord accepted and 
hallowed for his own name, to Solomon building temples for 
Ashtoreth, and Chemosh, and Molech, and for the gods of all his 
strange wives, the abominations of heathendom, which God 
abhorred; from Solomon worshiping the God of Heaven in such a 
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height of purity and faith, and with such wondrous acceptance that it 
brought the very presence of Heaven down upon the earth, to 
Solomon in such depth of iniquity worshiping idols, and joining in 
the murderous and licentious rites of all the heathen nations round 
about; from Solomon in the fear of God, and from a deep sense of 
sin, burning sweet incense to the Lord, offering to him the 
acceptable sacrifices of sheep and oxen, and praying to him for 
forgiveness, for light, for strength, and for wisdom, to Solomon 
burning incense to devils, helping on the sacrifice to them of smiling 
babes and innocent children, and opening the gates of iniquity by 
which the whole land should be stained with innocent blood. In 
short we are turned from the contemplation of “Solomon in all his 
glory,” to the contemplation of Solomon and all his shame.S/T/ 
October 30, 1884, page 646.1 


“KING Solomon loved many strange women.” It seems that at this 
time Solomon cared for nothing but to have his own way. Contrary 
to the express command of the Lord, in Deuteronomy 17:16, he did 
multiplied horses to and self and he carried on with Egypt a regular 
traffic in horses and chariots, until he had for himself one thousand 
four hundred chariots, which with three horses for each chariot— 
two to work and one in reserve—would make four thousand two 
hundred horses; then he had twelve thousand horsemen—cavalry 
—besides. But he did not conduct this trade for himself alone. He 
had horses and chariots brought out of Egypt for the kings of the 
Hittites, and the kings of Syria, and there can be hardly a doubt that 
this traffic in horses with the Hittites and the other nations led him 
into his sinful connection with these “strange women,” for seven 
hundred of his wives were “princesses,” the daughters of these 
heathen kings with whom he was trading in horses. Had Solomon 
been obedient to the Lord, he would have been saved from all this, 
for Deuteronomy 17:18 says: “And it shall be when he sitteth upon 
the throne of this kingdom, that he shall write him a copy of this law 
in a book.... and it shall be with him, and he shall read there in all 
the days of is life.” In this which he was to write, and read for 
himself was contained particularly in the two foregoing verses 
forbidding the very thing which Solomon did. “He shall not multiplied 
horses to himself, nor cause the people to return to Egypt, to the 
end that he should multiplied horses; for as much as the Lord hath 
said unto you, Ye shall return no more that way. Neither shall he 
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multiplied wives to himself that his heart turn not away.” Solomon 
did send into Egypt, and multiplied courses unto himself; this led to 
the traffic with the heathen around him; this led him to the gathering 
to himself of the many strange women, and these let him to the final 
and fatal step, and his heart was turned away from his God.S/T/ 
October 30, 1884, page 646.2 


“WHEN Solomon was old,” the text says. Not old in years, for he 
was only about forty-nine, but the dissipation consequent upon 
having seven hundred wives, every one of them shamefully 
licentious, besides three hundred concubines, who could have 
certainly been no better,—all this made him “old” though only in the 
prime of his years.S/T/ October 30, 1884, page 646.3 


“HIS wives turned away his heart after other gods.” And what fearful 
God’s they were! Devils, the psalmist calls them (Psalm 106:37, 
38); and devils they were.S/T/ October 30, 1884, page 646.4 


“Ashtoreth the goddess of the Zidonians.” The “queen of heaven” of 
Jeremiah 7:18 and 44:19, the Astarte of the Greeks, the Venus of 
the Romans, and under different names worshiped by all of the 
ancient East, and though having different names, and yet was 
always worshiped in the same manner, and which is fully expressed 
in one word—lasciviousness. She was the female Baal, and 
corresponded to the moon as Baal did to the sun. She represented 
the female principle in generation as Baal did the mail. She was 
always worshiped in connection with him, and the rites of her 
worship corresponded to that idea. Her priests were men dressed in 
women’s clothes; her priestesses were harlots, and the only 
worship was prostitution.S/7T/ October 30, 1884, page 646.5 


MILCOM of the fifth verse is identical with Molech of the seventh, 
and Molech of the Ammonites is the same as Chemosh of the 
Moabites, and both are the same as Baal of the Canaanites and 
other Eastern nations generally. It is with Baal as with Ashtoreth 
above, although called by different names, he is the same god, and 
his worship the same amount all the ancient nations. He represents 
the sun; and the worship of Baal, Molech, Chemosh, or by whatever 
name, was sun-worship. The form of his worship is described in the 
words of the Bible about Ahaz (2 Chronicles 28:2, 3): “For He 
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walked in the ways of the kings of Israel, and made also molten 
images for Baalim. Moreover he burnt incense in the valley of the 
son of Hinnom, andburnt his children in the fire, after the 
abominations of the heathen whom the Lord had cast out before the 
children of Israel.” Baalim in the text is the plural form of Baal, and 
signifies the images of Baal in connection with Ashtoreth, set up 
and worship together. So we see that children born of the licentious 
worship of Ashtoreth, were burned in the fire in the worship of Baal. 
Not all of the children, of course, but such as they should choose to 
sacrifice. The priests of Molech (Baal) ranked above the princes, 
and were next to the king, and sometimes even the king himself 
was a priest, as in the case of the father of the infamous Jezebel, 
who was himself a priest of Ashtoreth, and was also a dedicated to 
Baal. It was such daughters, of such men as these, from whom 
Solomon took his seven hundred wives. No wonder they turned 
away his heart from the Lord. No wonder that in cleaving to these in 
their in purity he did it at the expense of forsaking Jehovah, who will 
be worshiped in purity alone. No wonder that now we read in quick 
succession: “And the Lord stirred up an adversary on to Solomon.” 
Verse 14. “And God stirred up another adversary.” Verse 23. “And 
Jeroboam ... even he lifted up his hand against the king.” Verse 26. 
No more can Solomon right as he did in his youth to Hiram: “But 
now the Lord my God hath given me rest on every side, so that 
there is neither adversary nor evil occurrent.” 7 Kings 5:4. 
Adversaries on all sides, from the kings abroad and from his own 
subjects at home. Evil “occurrent” everywhere. From his own 
sowing of evil, springs and abundant harvest, and he has to begin 
the reaping. No more can he be called Solomon—peace—but 
rather Magor-misabib—fear round about, for there is fear on every 
side, and God above all against him, to rend the kingdom from him 
as though no longer fit to rule over men. And in closing we may 
quote the words used ages after by Nehemiah in correcting sins in 
Israel: “Among many nations was there no king like him, who was 
beloved of his God, and God made him king over all Israel; 
nevertheless even him did outlandish women cause to sin.” 
Nehemiah 13:26.SITI October 30, 1884, page 647.1 


SOLOMON’S life is an example and a warning. In his youth an 
example of how good God is to all who seek him in humility, and in 
entire dependence upon him, an example of how “the blessing of 
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the Lord it maketh rich, and he addeth no sorrow with it.” Proverbs 
10:22. In his latter days his life is a warning to all, of man’s 
helplessness when he forsakes the path which the Lord has marked 
out for us to walk in. It shows that, however great a man’s wisdom 
may be, or however grand may be his success, while serving the 
Lord in sincerity, all the wisdom that he had acquired will not keep 
him from becoming a fool, and that all the success that he had 
achieved will not prevent his making a miserable failure, when He 
ceases to serve the Lord. Therefore cling close to the word of God. 
“The fear of the Lord, that is wisdom.” Job 28:28. “Good success 
have all they that do his commandments.” Psalm 117:70 margin. 
The words of David to Solomon are still the words of the Lord to 
every one of the children of men. Know thou God “and serve with 
him with a perfect heart and with a willing mind; for the Lord 
searcheth all hearts, and understandeth all the imaginations of the 
thoughts, if thou seek him, he will be found of thee; but if thou 
forsaken him, he will cast thee off forever.” 1 Chronicles 28:9.SIT] 
October 30, 1884, page 647.2 


ALONZO T. JONES. 
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November 6, 1884 
“Reaping What They Have Sown” The Signs of the Times 10, 42, p. 658. 


FOR forty years the Third Angel’s Message has been being given to 
the world. For forty years the commandments of God, and the faith 
of Jesus, have been held up before the people. All these years the 
truth that “The seventh day is the Sabbath of the Lord,” has been 
declared with zeal, with energy, and with power. Opposition from 
many sources it has had to meet, but chiefly from the ministers of 
all the different denominations. These have never wearied in telling, 
by tongue and by pen, in public and in private, that “the Sabbath 
was a Jewish institution, and is abrogated;” that “the Sabbath, with 
all the other commandments, was the law of Moses; that these 
were all ceremonial, and were all abolished,” etc., etc. Now, when 
they try to impress upon their hearers the duty and the importance 
of keeping Sunday as Sabbath, they are met with the same 
arguments that they have used against the obligation of the 
Sabbath of the Lord.S/T/ November 6, 1884, page 658.1 


In a paper read before the Ministerial Union of Philadelphia, Sept. 
29, 1884, Rev. Arthur T. Pierson, D.D., complains of this in the 
following words: “The sanctity of the Lord’s day is but a remnant, if 
not a relic of the past; and if this process goes on, within the 
present century Sabbath sanctification will be among the curiosities 
of archeology and paleology! Christians apologize for this, on the 
ground that the ‘Sabbath is a Jewish institution’ and is abrogated, 
making no distinction between the ceremonial and the moral law.... 
Other disciples do away with the consecrated seventh of time as 
with the consecrated tenth of money, on the ground that ail time 
and property are holy unto the Lord, and so the practical effect is 
that they consecrate nothing.”S/T! November 6, 1884, page 658.2 


This is the sober truth, but the people are not to blame. These very 
apologies, in these very words, have been put into their mouths by 
the ministers, by the very ones who now complain against them. 
Little did these men think all these years that in thus opposing the 
Sabbath of the Lord they were brandishing a sword that would cut 
both ways; little did they think that they were hatching cockatrice’ 
eggs that would break out into vipers to sting themselves, little did 





62 


they think that in loosening the restraints of the law of God, they 
were thus sowing dragon’s teeth; little did they realize that in 
making these objections, and in appealing to popularity, and worldly 
interest, against the Sabbath, they were destroying respect for the 
whole law of God, and implanting a disposition to break any 
command in so far as it conflicts with these interests.S/T/ November 
6, 1884, page 658.3 


The word of the Lord says: “For whosoever shall keep the whole 
law, and yet offend in one point, he is guilty of all. For he that said, 
Do not commit adultery, said also, Do not kill. Now if thou commit 
no adultery, yet if thou kill, thou art become a transgressor of the 
law.” James 2:10, 11. The same consideration, or the same 
disposition that would lead a man to kill, would likewise lead him to 
commit adultery, or to steal, or to bear false witness, or to break the 
Sabbath, or to violate any or all of the commandments of God that 
come in his way. All will agree with that. Now turn it the other way, 
and it is equally true, whether all agree with it or not. The same 
consideration or disposition that will lead a man to break the 
Sabbath, will lead him under like circumstances to break any other 
of the commandments of God; because it is not out of fear of God 
nor respect for his law that he keeps so much of it as he does, but 
because otherwise public opinion would condemn him; but only let 
public opinion change so that it would wink at, or palliate, or justify 
what it now condemns, and he is ready to break any commandment 
that in any way conflicts with his worldly interests. So when the 
ministers play into the hands of the people, as they are doing, by 
inveighing against the Sabbath of the Lord, and, by appealing to 
public opinion or selfish interests, loosen those just and wholesome 
restraints which are placed upon human nature by the law of God, 
they are doing more than all else combined to bring to the full those 
perilous times which the Scriptures portray, when men shall be 
“lovers of their own selves,” “lovers of pleasure more than lovers of 
God, having a form of godliness but denying the power thereof.” 2 
Timothy 3:1-13. “But if they had stood in my counsel, and had 
caused my people to hear my words, then they should have turned 
them from their evil way and from the evil of their doings.” Jeremiah 
23:22.SIT] November 6, 1884, page 658.4 


The ministers have taught the people to say: “If everybody else will 
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keep Sabbath, | will.” Now, when they call upon these for a stricter 
observance of Sunday, their teaching comes back to them in the 
words, “If everybody else will keep Sunday, | will.” And so to satisfy 
the demand which they themselves have created, they are obliged 
to work up civil enactments under a constitutional amendment by 
which everybody shall be compelled to keep Sunday. For example: 
In his report to the Christian Statesman (Sept. 25, 1884), from 
Newton, lowa, Rev. M. A. Gault, says:—S/T/ November 6, 1884, 
page 658.5 


“J. B. Carnes raised the practical question why the Chicago and 
Rock Island Railroad could run large excursion trains on the 
‘sabbath’ from Davenport to Colfax Springs, putting the fare so low 
as to tempt thousands to violate both the laws of the State and the 
law of God, by desecrating the sabbath. This railroad has been 
running excursion trains from Des Moines to Colfax Springs on the 
sabbath, for some time, and ministers complain that their members 
go on these excursions.... It is not difficult to persuade them that the 
National Reform movement presents the only effectual means of 
saving the sabbath. We need a sabbath law that will bind the 
Government and the corporation, as well as the individual.” (By 
“sabbath” he means Sunday always.)S/T/ November 6, 1884, page 
658.6 


Again in the same paper is a selection from Rev. R. W. Clark, in 
which he says:—S/T/ November 6, 1884, page 658.7 


“The Sunday press has been established in defiance of Almighty 
God. God says, Keep the Sabbath holy. The Sunday newspaper 
says, Thou shalt not keep it holy.... The public mind shall be filled 
with the current news and the latest transactions in the stock 
markets; the taste shall be so vitiated with fascinating tales, racy 
gossip, and scandal in high life and low, that there shall be no 
desire for things holy and spiritual.... The Sunday press says there 
shall be no rest for even God’s people, except what is found in 
secular and frivolous reading and Sunday recreations.... The 
Puritan sabbath is obsolete. The times are changed, that is a truth; 
and if the sabbath in America is shattered, they will change more. 
For God says: ‘The nation that will not serve me shall perish, yea 
that nation shall be wasted.”S/T/ November 6, 1884, page 658.8 
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Just so. As long as there are excursion trains on Sunday, the 
church members will go on excursions. As long as there are 
Sunday newspapers, the church members will read “fascinating 
tales, racy gossip, and scandal in high life and low.” Those things 
that should not be read at all, they will read on Sundays. Therefore 
the Sunday trains must be stopped, and the Sunday papers 
suppressed. Because they have no enough of the grace of God, nor 
the love of right, to do right, they insist that the Government shall 
take away the opportunity to do wrong. Say they: We will have the 
“National Reform movement” take away all opportunity for us to do 
wrong, then we will all do right. And they will call that serving the 
Lord!! The devil himself could serve the Lord that way.And he 
would still be the devil. Then to cap the climax, they will quote that 
scripture, “The nation that will not serve me shall perish,” being 
always careful to emphasize the word “nation.” But we should like to 
ask: If the nation that will not serve the Lord shall perish, then how 
about the church members who will not serve him? And, If the 
church members will not keep Sunday till the nation takes away 
from them all opportunity to violate it, how can it be expected that 
the nation will keep Sunday without a like office being performed for 
it? Oh, “the National Reform movement presents the only effectual 
means of saving the sabbath.” The National Reform movement will 
effectually guard the nation against all anti-Sunday influences or 
tendencies. Yes, great is National Reform. It alone can save the 
sabbath. It alone can save the nation. It alone can save the church. 
It is the summum bonum, the ultimate thule, the ne plus ultra.S/T] 
November 6, 1884, page 658.9 


Yet the National Reform movement has a more difficult task to 
accomplish than that of stopping Sunday trains, and suppressing 
Sunday newspapers; that is, to stop the progress of the Third 
Angel’s Message. That message began in the United States, before 
the National Reform movement. It has developed a people here 
called Seventh-day Adventists. They keep with the rest of the 
commandments of God that one which says, “The seventh day is 
the Sabbath of the Lord thy God. In it thou shalt not do any work.” 
They are going to remain here as long as this is a nation; they are 
not going to keep Sunday, and they are going to use every fair 
means, by voice and pen, in public and in private, by prayer and 
faithful endeavor, to constrain all others to keep the seventh day, 
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and oppose the keeping of Sunday. And how will the National 
Reform movement save the Sunday, and the nation, from these 
anti-Sunday influences? We shall see.S/T/ November 6, 1884, page 
658.10 


ALONZO T. JONES. 


“Notes on the International Lesson. Proverbs 1:1-16” The Signs of the 
Times 10, 42, pp. 662, 663. 


NOVEMBER 23—Proverbs 1:1-16 


SOLOMON was a very voluminous writer. He spoke three thousand 
proverbs, and a thousand and five songs. He spoke of trees, from 
the cedar of Lebanon to the hyssop that springs out of the wall. 
From all his writings, however, we have preserved to us only the 
present book of Proverbs, containing about four hundred, one song 
of which seems to have been the chiefest of all (Song of Solomon 
7:1), and the short book of Ecclesiastes. It seems that from all the 
three thousand proverbs these were selected as being the best, 
“excluding all that were local, personal, or simply humorous,” and 
retaining those only which fell in with the great moral and religious 
purpose of God in handing down his will to men. Here the child is 
taken, and, as it were, introduced to Wisdom herself in all her 
beauty, who, if he will allow her, takes him by the hand and leads 
him through the treacherous paths of youth to manhood, and to an 
old age which is itself a crown of glory because found in the way of 
righteousness. Chap. 16:31. Here is instruction not only for the child 
and the youth, but for husband and wife, for father and mother, for 
the farmer, the merchant, the rich, the poor, the high, and the low. It 
is Wisdom’s grand summary of instruction to the children of 
men.S/T/ November 6, 1884, page 662.1 


THE purpose of the proverbs is stated inverses 1-4. “To know 
[give] wisdom and _ instruction; to perceive the words of 
understanding; to receive the instruction of wisdom, justice, and 
judgment, and equity; to give subtilty to the simple, to the young 
man knowledge and discretion.” “To give subtilty’—acuteness, 
nicety of distinction, i.e., the ability to distinguish the true from the 
false, to know the good, and to detect the bad; to see the right, and 
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to discover any lurking tendency toward wrong.S/7/ November 6, 
1884, page 662.2 


“TO the simple.”—On this we give the following from Dr. Clarke: 
“The word simple, from simplex, compounded of sine, without, and 
plica, a fold, signifies properly, plain and honest, one who has no 
bye-ends in view; who is what he appears to be; ... but because 
honesty and plain dealing are so rare in the world, and none but the 
truly religious man will practice them, farther than the fear of the law 
obliges him, hence simple has sunk into a state of progressive 
deterioration. First it signified, as above, without fold, unmixed, 
uncompounded; this was its radical meaning. Secondly, as applied 
to men, it signified innocent, harmless, without disguise. Thirdly, 
such persons were rather an unfashionable sort of people, it sunk in 
its meaning to homely, homespun, mean, ordinary. And fourthly, as 
worldly men, ... Supposed that wisdom, wit, and understanding, 
were given to men that they might make the best of them in 
reference to the things of this life, the word sunk still lower in its 
meaning, and signified silly, foolish; and there, to the dishonor of 
our language and morals, it stands.... And simplicity, that meant at 
first openness, plain dealing, downright honesty, is now degraded to 
weakness, silliness, foolishness. And they will continue thus 
degraded till downright honesty and plain dealing get again into 
vogue.” “To give subtlety to the simple” therefore signifies, to give, 
acuteness, tact, and nicety of distinction to the honest-hearted, the 
upright, the sincere.S/7T/ November 6, 1884, page 663.7 


“A WISE man will hear and will increase learning.” Solomon has 
himself given us the meaning of wise as here used, “The tongue of 
the wise useth knowledge aright.” Proverbs 15:2. The right use of 
that which we have already learned not only creates a desire to 
learn more, but it imparts the ability to properly acquire and 
appreciate more. Such a man will indeed “increase learning;” he 
cannot help it; and every increase of such learning is an increase 
and strengthening of his wisdom. Wisdom therefore is not shown in 
the amount that we know, but in the right use of that which we 
know, however little it may be. “There was a little city, and few men 
within it; and there came a great king against it, and besieged it, 
and built great bulwarks against it. Now there was found in it a poor 
wise man, and he by his wisdom delivered the city.... Then said |, 
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Wisdom is better than strength. Wisdom is better than weapons of 
war.”S/Tl November 6, 1884, page 663.2 


“AND ... shall attain unto wise counsels.” Literally, shall make 
himself a pilot. The cognate word is used thus in Ezekie/ 27:8. That 
is he may gain “the power to steer his course rightly on the 
dangerous sea of life.”S/T/ November 6, 1884, page 663.3 


“THE fear of the Lord.”—Not the slavish fear arising from dread of 
punishment. But that filial “fear’ which springs from respectful 
reverence, and a fear to offend lest we cause pain to the one whom 
we have in view; that fears to do contrary to the wish of the one 
whom we serve, lest we disappoint his expectations of us and forfeit 
his confidence.S/T/ November 6, 1884, page 663.4 


“IS the beginning of knowledge.” The man who fears the Lord has 
entered upon a course of knowledge and wisdom, which is limited 
only by eternity. However little he may have acquired of knowledge, 
as the world goes, if he have the fear of the Lord, he has eternity 
before him, in which to increase knowledge. And though he have all 
the knowledge of all men of all the world, and have not the fear of 
the Lord, his little life is soon “rounded by a sleep,” and all has 
ceased, all his knowledge is ended. For when he arises from the 
dead, it is to woeful destruction, and all that he was is brought to 
naught. The fear of the Lordis the beginning of knowledge. S/7/ 
November 6, 1884, page 663.5 


“IF sinners entice thee consent thou not.’—Or, as Dr. Clarke gives 
it, “will thou not,” that is have a “will not” for all forms of evil 
enticement. There is nothing that will strengthen and confirm us in 
our determination to do right, and at the same time weaken the 
seducer to wrong, like a firm, decided, “I will not.” If one would 
entice you to take strong drink, meet it with, | will not. If they would 
entice you to chew or smoke tobacco, or to run with them in ‘ways 
that are dark and tricks that are vain,’ give them a plain, | will not. 
They may sneer at, and make fun of you, yet in their hearts they will 
respect and honor you. The Lord says, “Them that honor me | will 
honor.” “If sinners entice thee, wil! thou not.”S/T/ November 6, 1884, 
page 663.6 


ALONZO T. JONES. 
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November 13, 1884 
“Perilous Times” The Signs of the Times 10, 43, p. 674. 


“IN the last days perilous times shall come,” says the Scripture. 2 
Timothy 3:1. That we are in the last days, no one can doubt who will 
give any attention to the word of God on that subject, for that word 
has spoken so much about the last days that no one who will study, 
can fail to see that the ties in which we live are those days. The 
disciples asked the Saviour, “What shall be the sign of thy coming?” 
Matthew 24:3. He answered, “There shall be signs.” Luke 21:25. 
They asked for but one “sign,” he said there shall be a number, 
“signs.” Peter, quoting from Joel, says, “And | will show wonders in 
heaven above and signs in the earth beneath.” Acts 2:79. These 
signs are so numerous, and in such places, that every one who is 
not warned by them will be without excuse. “And there shall be 
signs in the sun, and in the moon, and in the stars; and upon the 
earth distress of nations, with perplexity, the sea and the waves 
roaring; men’s hearts failing them for fear, and for looking after 
those things that are coming on the earth.” Luke 21:25, 26. Now 
count the number of places where these signs are to be. (1) In the 
sun; (2) in the moon, (3) in the stars, (4) and upon the earth, (5) and 
amongst the nations, (6) and upon the sea, (7) and among men 
themselves, their hearts failing for fear, and for looking after those 
things which are coming on the earth. Men will see these things 
coming, their hearts will fail them for fear, because of them, yet they 
will fail to draw from them the only lesson that there is in them, 
namely, the Lord is coming. He says: “When these things begin to 
come to pass, then look up, and lift up your heads, for your 
redemption draweth night.” These things began to come to pass in 
1780. Then the sun was darkened, and the moon also, as the 
consequence. Again, the Saviour said, “When ye shall see all these 
things, know that he is near, even at the doors.”S/T! November 13, 
1884, page 674.1 


Now is there any one of these things named by the Saviour as 
signs, which cannot be seen by any one at the present day? It is a 
historical fact that the sun and the moon were darkened May 19, 
1780; and this fact is perpetuated as unexplainable, in each 
successive edition of Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary, the highest 
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human authority in the English language. It is likewise a fact that in 
November, 1833, occurred the greatest star-shower ever known, 
which fact is perpetuated in the astronomical geographies and 
treatises, as well as in many other kinds of records. Again, what 
nation is at ease and in quiet? Not one. Our own nation, the best 
one of all, is not. It is a fact that there is distress with perplexity as 
never before in every nation. Mark the expression, “distress of 
nations, with perplexity.” Webster says, “We are perplexed when 
our feelings, as well as judgment, are so affected that we know not 
how to decide or act.” Nations have been grievously distressed 
before, but they always knew just what to do to relieve themselves. 
The peculiarity of the present “distress of nations,” is the 
“perplexity’—they do not know how to decide or act; they do not 
know which way to turn. Therein lies the sign, and nothing below 
the divine mind of Christ could have penetrated it. “The sea and the 
waves roaring,” spreading affliction and calamity, and all can see it. 
“Men’s hearts” are “failing them for fear and for looking after those 
things which are coming on the earth.” The cyclones, the 
waterspouts, and the fearful floods, carrying destruction in their 
paths, none knowing when nor where they will come, are the very 
embodiment of that which causes men’s hearts to fail them for fear.” 
There is not one of those signs in the heavens that may not be seen 
by all, in the most authentic records; and there is not one of these 
signs upon the earth that is not seen by all in the very fact itself. Be 
he believer or unbeliever, he does see all these things. This is the 
fact, but it only points to the other, and most stupendous fact, that 
the second coming of Christ is at the doors. He says, “When ye 
shall see all these things, Know that he is ... even at the doors.” The 
people do see all these things. He/s at the very doors.S/T/ 
November 13, 1884, page 674.2 


But it is not in these things that the peril lies which is referred to in 2 
Timothy 3. These evidences only show that we are in the days 
when the perilous times shall be. The perils are from other causes: 
“In the last days perilous times shall come for [because] men shall 
be lovers of their own selves.” And from this root, se/fishness, 
grows the fearful catalogue of eighteen forms of sin, named in the 
following verses. In the sins of the last days lies the peril.S/T/ 
November 13, 1884, page 674.3 
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“As the days of Noe were, so shall also the coming of the Son of 
man be.” Matthew 24:37. “The earth also was corrupt before God; 
and the earth was filled with violence. And God looked upon the 
earth, and, behold, it was corrupt; for all flesh had corrupted his way 
upon the earth.” “And God saw that the wickedness of man was 
great in the earth, and that every imagination of the thoughts of his 
heart was only evil continually.” Genesis 6:17, 12, 5. “Every 
imagination of the thoughts,” on which Dr. Clarke says: “The very 
first embryo of every idea, the figment of every thought, the very 
materials out of which perception, conception, and ideas were 
formed were all evil.” “And the Lord said my Spirit shall not always 
strive with man, for that he also is flesh.” Again says Dr. Clarke: 
“They were flesh, wholly sensual, the desires of the mind 
overwhelmed and lost in the desires of the flesh.” Every desire was 
fleshly, and every effort was only in the direction of satisfying such 
desires, with the natural and inevitable result, as the Saviour 
expresses it, “They were marrying and giving in marriage;” and with 
nothing in view but the satisfaction of the fleshly desires, it was an 
easy step to where “They took them wives of all which they chose.” 
Genesis 6:2.SIT| November 13, 1884, page 674.4 


Now let any one take the divorce records of any of the County or 
District Courts, in the United States, or the statistics which are 
compiled from these, and in view of the wonderful facility with which 
divorces are obtained, let him ask himself whether we are not fallen 
upon such times as were in the days of Noah? Whether men do not 
now take to them wives of all that they choose? In itself marriage is 
right. It was instituted by the Lord himself. It is the dearest 
relationship of the human race. It is honorable in all when it is 
entered into in the fear of God, and when the relationship is 
maintained in accordance with those sanctions which God has 
established. But when people are married to be divorced, and 
divorced to be married, all respect for the relationship and its 
obligations is annihilated, and the institution is destroyed.S/7/ 
November 13, 1884, page 674.5 


From this the evil goes on in the descending scale to another stage 
mentioned by the Saviour, “Likewise also as it was in the days of 
Lot ... even thus shall it be in the day when the Son of man is 
revealed.” Luke 17:28-30. That it is the moral condition of the world 
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that is here referred to, as well as to worldly carelessness and lack 
of faith in the great event which is to come upon them, is plainly 
shown in 2 Peter 2, where he is writing of the same things spoken 
of by the Saviour; after giving the instance of Noah and his times, 
he takes up Sodom and Gomorrha, and speaks of “just Lot vexed 
with the filthy conversation of the wicked; for that righteous man 
dwelling among them in seeing and hearing vexed his righteous 
soul from day to day with their unlawful deeds.”S/7T/ November 13, 
1884, page 674.6 


Paul also shows that this is the point that is reached in the full 
development of the perilous times. He says: “For of this sort are 
they which creep into houses and lead captive silly women, laden 
with sins, led away with divers lusts.” But he not only shows what 
the condition of affairs will be, but he shows how it is brought about. 
“Now as Jannes and Jambres withstood Moses, so do these also 
resist the truth.” 2 Timothy 3:6-8. “As [in the same manner] Jannes 
and Jambres withstood Moses.” By turning to the record in the 
seventh and eighth chapters of Exodus, we learn that it was by 
miracles that these men withstood Moses, and Paul saysas they 
did, “so do these resist the truth.” Now if it be so, as all the other 
scriptures show that we are in the perilous times, for this 
specification to be met, and thus these positions be fully confirmed, 
there should be in the world at the present time, people who resist 
the truth (the word of God, John 17:17) by working miracles, 
showing signs, and doing wonders. It is well known that Spiritualism 
does these things. It is equally well known that the very first of the 
efforts of Spiritualism everywhere is to destroy confidence in the 
Bible as the truth of God, and to resist its obligations upon the 
people.S/T! November 13, 1884, page 674.7 


In speaking of the second coming of the Lord, Paul says, “Even 
him, whose coming is after the working of Satan with all power and 
signs and lying wonders, and with all deceivableness of 
unrighteousness in them that perish; because they received not the 
love of the truth, that they might be saved.” This shows that just 
before the Saviour comes, Satan, by power and signs and wonders, 
will resist the truth of his coming, and the truth which will prepare a 
people for his coming. It is thus then that Satan, by miracles, and 
signs, resists the truth of God, and brings to the full the last days as 
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were the days of Noah and the days of Lot. If any one will know the 
possibilities of evil that are in Spiritualism, let him read 
Deuteronomy 18:9-74, with the eighteenth and twentieth chapters of 
Leviticus, and he will see what it did for those nations which dwelt in 
Canaan. And when in the last days these same “spirits of devils, 
working miracles,” “with all power” “go forth to the kings of the earth 
and the whole world” it is “to gather them to the battle of the great 
day of God.” Thirty-six years have these “spirits of devils” been 
going forth. Soon, very soon will they gather the nations to the 
battle of the great day. “Who is on the Lord’s side?” We are in the 
perilous times. Who will escape? Christ is at the doors. Who is 
ready when he shall knock to open to him immediately? Luke 
12:36.SIT] November 13, 1884, page 674.8 


ALONZO T. JONES. 


“Notes on the International Lesson. Proverbs 8:1-17” The Signs of the 
Times 10, 43, pp. 678, 679. 


NOVEMBER 30—Proverbs 8:1-17 


[THE subject of this lesson is “True Wisdom.” We have therefore 
thought it wise to allow Wisdom to tell her own story, and we have 
no hesitation in saying, and we are sure that all will agree, that it is 
the best set of Sunday-school notes that ever was written.S/T/ 
November 13, 1884, page 678.1 


ALONZO T. JONES.]S/T/ November 13, 1884, page 678.2 


WISDOM CALLS 


“WISDOM crieth without; she uttereth her voice in the streets; she 
crieth in the chief place of concourse, in the openings of the gates; 
in the city she uttereth her words, saying, How long, ye simple 
ones, will ye love simplicity? and the scorners delight in their 
scoring, and fools hate knowledge?” Proverbs 1:20-22.S/T] 
November 13, 1884, page 678.3 
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November 20, 1884 


“Notes on the International Lesson. Proverbs 23:29-35” The Signs of the 
Times 10, 44, pp. 694, 695. 


WHO hath woe? “Woe unto them that rise up early in the morning, 
that they may follow strong drink; that continue until till wine 
enflame them!” “Woe unto them that are might be to drink wine, and 
men of strength to mingle strong drink; which justified the wicked for 
reward, and take away the righteousness of the righteous from 
him!” /saiah 5:17, 22, 23. “Woe unto him that giveth his neighbor 
drink, that puttest thy bottle to him and makest him drunken also, 
that thou mayest look on their nakedness!” Habakkuk 2:15. We see 
therefore that the woe of those who tarry long at the wine, is not 
confined to the trouble and sorrow that come in this life as the direct 
result of drunkenness, but that it reaches to the fearful punishment 
that destroys men for their and iniquity. Woe, woe, terrible, dreadful, 
and irremediable. Now, God has opened a way of escape from it. 
Those who, through Christ, overcome, will be saved, but “No 
drunkard shall inherit the kingdom of God.”S/T/ November 20, 1884, 
page 694.1 


“LOOK not thou upon the wine.” Here Solomon gives the true and 
only safeguard, Look not upon the wine. This is the true principle of 
temperance, and although it is expressed here in regard to wine, 
and although the lesson to-day is touching strong drink, yet true 
temperance, Bible temperance, Christian temperance, does not 
consist in abstinence from strong drink alone. Therefore we shall 
treat the subject on the broad basis of Christian temperance.S/T/ 
November 20, 1884, page 694.2 


TEMPERANCE is self control. Whenever in any of his appetites o1 
passions a man loses control of himself, he is intemperate. Says 
Paul, “| keep under my body, and bring it into subjection.” 7 
Corinthians 9:27. In other words, I, myself, am determined to be 
master of myself. The truly Christian temperance man is master of 
himself, and the servant of Christ. And it is only as a faithful servant 
of Christ that a man can be master of himself. Thus he becomes his 
own free man, and Christ’s servant; a real manly man; then he 
“dare do all that becomes a man; he dares do more is none.”S/T/ 
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November 20, 1884, page 695.1 


IN view of the actual meaning of the word, how few temperance 
people there are! How few who really and decidedly have control of 
themselves! Very few indeed there are who are not subject to some 
habit which must and will be satisfied at whatever cost. Thousands 
are the slaves of strong drink. All that they have, all that they can 
get, goes to satisfy that which is in satiable. Every effort to appease 
it only increases its demands, and its power to exact them.S/7/ 
November 20, 1884, page 695.2 


BUT where there are thousands thus the slaves of strong drink, 
there are hundreds of thousands who are the slaves of tobacco. 
Their children may be clothed in rags, and go barefoot in the cold, 
they may even lack bread, but they never lacked tobacco. If they 
have no money with which to buy it, they will go into debt for it, and 
if they cannot get credit, then they will even beg. Men who would 
think it a shame to beg for bread, are not ashamed to beg for 
tobacco. Such abject slaves are they. Have such persons control of 
themselves? No; tobacco control; this is master and will be 
served.S/T/ November 20, 1884, page 695.3 


THEN there are thousands who are slaves to opium; thousands 
slaves to arsenic; thousand slaves to morphine; thousand slaves to 
absinthe; thousand slaves to hasheesh; and though not so great in 
degree, yet the same in kind, thousands are the slaves to be beer, 
or the servants of tea, or of coffee. “What!” some may exclaim, “is 
the use of tea or coffee intemperance?” It is. In the “Encyclopedia 
Britannica,” article on “Drunkenness,” what did you suppose we 
find? The following: “In short, from tea to hasheesh, we have 
through hops, alcohol, tobacco, and opium, a sort of a graduated 
scale of intoxicants, which stimulate in small doses, and narcotize in 
larger. The physiological action of all these agents gradually shades 
into each other, all producing, or being capable of producing, 
consecutive paralysis of the various parts of the nervous system. 
Even tea cannot be regarded as altogether free from the last named 
effects. Tea-sots are well known to be affected by palpitation, and 
irregularities of the heart, as well as with more or less 
sleeplessness, and mental irritability, and muscular tremors, which 
in some culminate in paralysis, while positive intoxication has been 
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known to be the result of the excessive use of strong tea.” And of 
coffee the same authority says: “It produces a feeling of buoyancy 
and exhilaration, comparable to a certain stage of alcoholic 
intoxication.” So the only difference between tea or coffee and 
alcohol drinks, is the degree of its effects, and not at all in the 
nature of the effects. All have the intoxicating quality, and as 
quoted, from tea to hasheesh, it is only a graduated scale of 
intoxicants, through hops, alcohol, tobacco, and opium, each one 
shading into the other. All are relatives in the family of drunkenness, 
and the use of any one of them is intemperance.S/7T/ November 20, 
1884, page 695.4 


SIR ISAAC NEWTON, when asked why he did not learn to use 
tobacco, replied, “I will create to myself no necessities.” In this 
sentence there is much of that philosophical insight which could see 
in the falling of an apple a lot of the universe. In the economy of the 
human system there is no provision for either stimulants or 
narcotics. If ever there is a demand for these things, it has to be 
created. And more, such things as stimulants and narcotics 
(poisons) are the only ones for which the necessity can be created. 
It is impossible to form the habit of using any one particular kind of 
food. Through the agency of the digestive process, each organ will 
take up its portion of that which is food, and by assimilation will 
renew itself, and thus vitality is maintained; in fact this is vitality. If a 
person be hungry, any kind of food will satisfy, whether it be fruit or 
vegetables, meat or bread. It is not so with narcotics and stimulants. 
The appetite for these has to be created. And when it is created for 
any one of them, it is for that particular one, and nothing but that will 
satisfy the demand. If the appetite be for tea, and nothing but tea 
will satisfy. If it be for alcohol, nothing else will do, and so on 
through the list. Then look not upon the wine, touch not tobacco, 
taste not any of all the list of intoxicants; create to yourself no 
necessity; be temperate (self-controlling) in all things; keep under 
your body, and bring it into subjection; the master of yourself, and 
thus your own free man. “If any man will come after me, let him 
deny himself.” “To him that overcometh will | grant to sit with me in 
my throne, even as | also overcame, and am set down with my 
Father in his throne.” Revelation 3:21.SITI| November 20, 1884, 
page 695.5 
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A. T. JONES. 





V7 


November 27, 1884 


“Human Nature and Its Restraints” The Signs of the Times 10, 45, pp. 708, 
709. 


LET any one compare the two pictures drawn by Paul, the one in 
Romans 1:28-31, of the iniquity of ancient heathenism, the other in 
2 Timothy 3:1-8, of the iniquity of the last days, even among those 
who have “a form of godliness,” and he will see that they are exactly 
alike. In view of all the enlightenment of the present day, many 
wonder how it can be that men will descend to that depth of 
violence and iniquity which the Scriptures portray as characteristic 
of the last days. From a surface view of the subject, judged simply 
by appearances, it would seem highly improbable, if not impossible. 
But “all things are not what they seem;” and we must be guided, not 
by what appears to be, but what is.S/T/ November 27, 1884, page 
708.1 


Human nature, unrestrained, is the same in all ages. Whether in the 
days of Christ, or two thousand years before, or two thousand years 
after; whether manifested in the inhabitants of Canaan, or in the 
inhabitants of the United States, it is always the same. It is for this 
very reason that the Bible fits men, wherever on the earth it may 
find them. It is a book not for one tribe only, nor for the human race. 
And it is the only book in the world that is. The reason for that is, 
that the book was given by the One who knows human nature in its 
very essence.S/T/ November 27, 1884, page 708.2 


God made man upright. He made him to remain so; he made him to 
be holy, and ever and forever good; he bestowed upon him powers 
by which all that was intended for him, and expected of him, could 
be accomplished. But he turned from the bright course which God 
set before him; he sinned, and so sold himself to do evil; and now 
the sublime powers which the Lord bestowed upon him to be 
exerted in the way of righteousness, are prostituted to evil. 
Faculties that would have been effectual in the accomplishment of 
the purposes of God concerning him, are now just as effectual in 
the accomplishment of the purposes of Satan. In the words of 
Jeremiah 23:10, his “course is evil,” and his “force is not right.” If 
ever, then, man shall be raised from his fallen state; if ever his 
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lapsed powers shall be restored; if ever his “course” is to be in the 
way of good; if ever his “force” shall be right; if ever he shall be 
fitted for that position which he was created to fill; if, in short, he is 
ever to fulfill the purpose of his creation, it is indispensable that the 
tendency of every faculty be restrained, turned into the right course, 
and trained to follow it. The Bible meets this necessity; it meets it in 
every part, and satisfies it to the full. Therefore, this of itself, is proof 
that the Creator of man is the author of the Bible.S!T! November 27, 
1884, page 708.3 


Human nature, then, being the same everywhere, the only thing 
that makes one person to differ from another is the degree of 
restraint each one recognizes in his own case. If, in a person, all the 
restraints of the law of God are recognized, he will be a man fitted 
for the society and fellowship of the angels. If, on the contrary, none 
of these are recognized, he will be a man fit only for the society and 
fellowship of demons. Upon many persons, and in many ways, 
these restraints exert themselves unconsciously, as in the case of 
the infidel, who denies the authority of the existence of God, and 
despises his word. Yet the principles of that word are so imbedded 
in the society of which he is a member that he yields obedience to 
them, while he thinks he is defying them; but transplant him to the 
state of society which he advocates, where none of these principles 
are recognized, and none exerted, and he will run as readily in the 
way of iniquity as the veriest heathen that ever dwelt in the land of 
Canaan. And that other class of persons who call themselves 
“Christians,” or even “Christian ministers,” who, in their opposition to 
the obligations of the ten commandments, can hardly frame 
sentences that will sufficiently express the bitterness of their 
contempt for the law of God, some of these declaring that “it is dead 
and stinks,” others calling it an “old thunder and lightning law,” one 
preacher that | know of wishing that he “could thunder” his contempt 
for it,—only let the time come when such seed shall have borne its 
fruit, when society in following such teaching shall have reached 
that condition which would be defined in the very opposite of the ten 
commandments, and they will go as greedily in that evil way as did 
Balaam of old.S/T/ November 27, 1884, page 708.4 


Again, many will restrain themselves from doing evil through fear of 
punishment, but take away the prospect of punishment, or satisfy 
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them that there will be none, and they will go to any length that 
circumstances may allow. Henry VIII., although he regarded not 
God, as long as he feared the pope, did not dare to divorce his wife, 
but when he had broken through that restraint, he cut off the heads 
of three wives, and only a witty speech saved the head of the 
fourth.S/T! November 27, 1884, page 708.5 


Less than a hundred years ago, and more than two hundred and 
fifty years after the triumph of the Reformation, when in France the 
party in power, by a national act, legislated God out of existence, 
and declared death an eternal sleep, men deified a harlot, and 
terror reigned. “Then came those days when the most barbarous of 
all codes was administered by the most barbarous of all tribunals; 
when no man could greet his neighbors, or say his prayers, or dress 
his hair, without danger of committing a capital crime; when spies 
lurked in every corner; when the guillotine was long and hard at 
work every morning; when the jails were filled as close as the hold 
of a slave ship; when the gutters ran foaming with blood into the 
Seine... While the daily wagon loads of victims were carried to their 
doom through the streets of Paris, the proconsuls, whom the 
sovereign Committee had sent forth to the departments, reveled in 
an extravagance of cruelty unknown even in the capital. The knife 
of the deadly machine rose and fell too slow for their work of 
slaughter. Long rows of captives were mowed down with grape 
shot. Holes were made in the bottoms of crowded barges. Lyons 
was turned into a desert. At Arras even the cruel mercy of a speedy 
death was denied to the prisoners. All down the Loire, from Saumur 
to the sea, great flocks of crows and kites feasted on naked 
corpses, twined together in hideous embraces. No mercy was 
shown to sex or age. The number of young lads and of girls of 
seventeen, who were murdered by that execrable government, is to 
be reckoned by hundreds. Babies town from the breast were tossed 
from pike to pike along the Jacobin ranks. One champion of liberty 
had his pockets well stuffed with ears. Another swaggered about 
with the finger of a little child in his hat. A few months had sufficed 
to degrade France below the level of New Zealand.’”—WVacaulay, 
“Essay on Barere.” And all this was done in the closing years of the 
eighteenth century; all this was after the light of the Reformation 
had been permeating Europe for two hundred and seventy-two 
years.S/T/ November 27, 1884, page 708.6 
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There is another course by which men reach the same state of 
cruelty. That is, not by denying the existence of God, but by making 
themselves the depositaries of what they choose to define as his 
will, and then holding themselves as the sole expositors and 
executors of that will. As in every single instance it is only their own 
will which is thus exalted to the supremacy, and therefore is of only 
human authority, the only way in which it can be enforced is by 
human enactment; and then instead of being simply executors, they 
make themselves executioners in carrying into effect their arbitrary 
will. Making their own will supreme, and themselves the sole 
interpreters of that will, even though they claim it to be the will of 
God, they just as veritably put themselves beyond restraint as do 
the men who deny God outright. Both classes reach the same point, 
and both commit the same enormous crimes, the one illustrated in 
the fearful orgies of the Reign of Terror, the other illustrated in the 
terrible torments of the Inquisition. So, therefore, after the above 
quotation descriptive of the Reign of Terror, it is not necessary to 
present a description of the crimes of the papacy, for, with the 
simple substitution of the stake for the guillotine, the same narrative 
is equally descriptive of the dealing of the church with heretics. S/T/ 
November 27, 1884, page 708.7 


And now at this hour of the nineteenth century, and in our own 
country, under the profession of National Reform, the harlot 
daughters of the papacy are preparing to revive the spirit and times 
of the mother. For when, by constitutional authority, they, after the 
similitude of the papacy, shall have acquired a power similar to the 
papal, they will be in position to commit excesses similar to those of 
the papacy. Human nature without restraint, in these, is as ruinous 
as in those. True, they would comfort us with the assurance that 
they will not hurt a “hair of’ our “heads.” But all the authority that we 
have for that is their own words, which their actions contradict; for 
while they are repeating these assurances that they will not coerce 
any one, they are working most assiduously to obtain the power to 
coerce every one. If, having obtained that power, they do not intend 
to use it, even to the weight of “a hair,” why do they strive so 
strenuously for it? We cannot understand why they should so 
tenaciously fight for powers which the do not mean to exercise. To 
say the very least, they will then possess the privilege to oppress 
dissenters; and if these oppressive privileges are to be nominal, 





81 


and not real; if they really do not intend to exercise them, let them 
forego them; they lose nothing, and then we shall have reason to 
believe that they mean what they say. Otherwise, as we know that it 
is a giant's power which they want, so we know, by human nature 
as portrayed in human history, that when they get it, they will use it 
like a giant.S/T! November 27, 1884, page 708.8 


The Scriptures confirm all that this investigation suggest. In the 
beginning of this article we cited Romans 1:28-31 as the description 
of ancient heathendom, and 2 Timothy 3:1-8 as the description of 
the last days of modern Christendom, and we find them exactly 
alike. But they are alike not only in effect; they are so in accordance 
with the principle that like causes produce like effects. In Romans 
1:21 we read, “That, when they knew God, they glorified him not as 
God, neither were thankful;” in 2 Timothy 3, “Having a form of 
godliness, but denying the power,” “lovers of pleasure more than 
lovers of God,” “unthankful;” in Romans 1:28, “They did not like to 
retain God in their knowledge;” in 2 Timothy 3:8, “These also resist 
the truth.” And for this cause in both instances they become 
“reprobate.”S/T/ November 27, 1884, page 708.9 


It is by resistance to the truth of God that men loosen its restraints 
upon them, and deliver themselves up to the sway of Satan. In the 
last days, it is only those who “received not the /ove of the truth that 
they might be saved;” in whom Satan works “with all power and 
signs and lying wonders.” It is only those “who believed not the 
truth,” who become so deluded that they “believe a lie.” Only those 
are “damned” who had “pleasure in unrighteousness. ” 2 
Thessalonians 2:9-12.SITl November 27, 1884, page 708.10 


From the beginning of the world God has left no nation without 
witness. Acis 74:16, 77. By a then “present truth” he has witnessed 
to different ages. In obedience to that truth, and in the love of it, lay 
the salvation of the people in each respective age. In the last days 
God sends a message which reaches to the end of the world, and is 
therefore his last message to the world. It is the Third Angel's 
Message, “Here are they that keep the commandments of God and 
the faith of Jesus.” Revelation 14:9-16. The commandments of God 
are truth. Psalm 119:151. The faith of Jesus is the faith of him who 
is the truth. John 74:6. Both together embrace the whole word of 
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God, which is truth. John 17:17. And of that people who, in 
obedience to the message, keep “his commandments that they may 
have right ... to enter in through the gates into the city’—when the 
glad day comes in which they shall enter in, it is said, “Open ye the 
gates that the righteous nation which keepeth the truth may enter 
in.” /saiah 26:2. So, then, the Third Angel's Message is the 
embodiment of the truth of God to the last generation of men. To 
reject it is to reject the truth; to receive not the love of it, is to 
“receive not the love of the truth;” to resist it, is to “resist the 
truth.”S/Tl November 27, 1884, page 708.11 


Again, the commandments of God restrain men. “Thou shalt nof’ is 
their keynote. The faith of Jesus restrains men; “If any man will 
come after me, /et him deny himself,” exclaims Jesus. Therefore the 
Third Angel’s Message in holding forth the “commandments of God 
and the faith of Jesus” presents the summary of all those restraints 
which are demanded in checking and transforming the tendencies 
of human nature, and in leading them by the “right course,” to 
goodness and to God. And when the world shall deliberately reject 
the Third Angel’s Message, it thereby places itself beyond those 
restraints, and is then ready to be led captive by Satan at his will; 
and then it is that he works with all power in them that perish 
“because they received not the love of the truth that they might be 
saved.”S/T/ November 27, 1884, page 709.1 


By the Third Angel's Message, the harvest of the earth will be 
ripened for good or for ill; for glory or for shame; to be gathered into 
the garner of God, or to be bound in bundles to be burned. Attentive 
hearkening to the message, faithful obedience to its gracious truth, 
in the love of it, will fit a people to step from the turmoil of this world 
into the sweet peace of Heaven; rejecting the message and 
despising its precious precepts, will plunge the world into that depth 
of iniquity for which the only remedy is, to be cast “into the great 
winepress of the wrath of God.’S/T/ November 27, 1884, page 
709.2 


ALONZO T. JONES. 


“Notes on the International Lesson. Ecclesiastes 2:1-13” The Signs of the 
Times 10, 45, pp. 710, 711. 
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DECEMBER—Ecclesiastes 2:1-13 


“| MADE me great works.” Solomon built “Millo and the wall of 
Jerusalem, and Hazor, and Megiddo, and Gezer, ... and Beth-horon 
the nether, and Baalath, and Tadmor in the wilderness, in the land, 
and all the cities of store that Solomon had, and cities for his 
chariots, and cities for his horsemen, and that which Solomon 
desired to build in Jerusalem and in Lebanon, and in all the land of 
his dominion.” 1 Kings 9:15-19.SITI| November 27, 1884, page 
710.1 


“MILLO” was a strong fortification, or tower, that protected the city 
of Jerusalem on the north. It was renewed by Herod, and by him 
named Hippicus in honor of one of his friends; and as it stood 
completed by Herod, it was about one hundred feet high. It was 
made of white marble, each stone about thirty feet long by fifteen 
feet wide and seven and one-half thick.S/7T/ November 27, 1884, 
page 710.2 


“THE wall of Jerusalem” began at Millo, or Hippicus, and extended 
clear around the city; upon it were sixty towers. As the city grew and 
spread beyond this wall, a second one was built in after years, and 
still another, so that at the final destruction of the city by the 
Romans, there were three very strong walls about it, the outer one 
having ninety towers, the middle one, forty, and the “old wall,” as 
before stated, having sixty, besides two other large towers 
corresponding to Hippicus, built also by Herod, and called 
respectively Phasaebes, and Mariamne.S/T/ November 27, 1884, 
page 710.3 


“HAZOR’ was the principal city and stronghold of the whole of North 
Palestine. “Megiddo” was a fortified city which commanded one of 
the main passes from the north into the hill country. Gezer was also 
a fortified city that commanded the Mediterranean coast road of 
communication between Egypt and Jerusalem. The two “Beth- 
horon’s,” “the upper,” and “the nether,” lay on the boundary line 
between the tribes of Ephraim and Benjamin, and guarded a pass 
on the road from Gibeon to the Philistine plain. Through this pass 
was the main way of approach into the interior of the country 
Philistia on the west, and from Moab and Ammon on the East. 
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Tadmor (Palmyra) was built in an oasis in the desert of Hamath 
above Syria, “two days’ journey from the Euphrates, and six long 
days journey from Babylon.” This was built so that he might control 
the great caravan trade from the East. Even the ruins of Tadmor are 
a wonder and an astonishment, and what magnificence must have 
been displayed when it stood in its splendor.S/7T/ November 27, 
1884, page 710.4 


“| BUILDED me houses.” The chief one of these was one hundred 
and fifty feet long, seventy-five feet broad, and forty-five feet high, 

and was in three stories. It had a grand porch seventy-five feet long 

and forty-five broad, and all the pillars and beams and floors were 

of the finest cedar of Lebanon, and the pillars were so many and so 

costly, and those in the porch were so tall, that it was called the 

“House of the forest of Lebanon.” 7 Kings 7:1-7. Close to this was 

the “Tower of David built for an armory,” on the walls of which there 

hung “a thousand bucklers, all shields of mighty men.” Song of 
Solomon 4:4. Then there was the great Judgment Hall, lined with 
cedar wood, where stood the ivory throne inlaid with gold, with its 

six steps, and two graven lions on each step, and also a lion at 

each arm; the seat a golden bull, and the back ending in a half- 

circle. Then there was the house for Pharaoh’s daughter, and 

houses for all his wives and concubines. Then there were the 
cloisters, and reception rooms, and the magnificent banqueting hall. 

These all were made with walls and foundations of white stone, 

many of them twelve, and many fifteen feet in length. All were 

supported with pillars and beams of cedar and fir, decked with gold 

and silver, and the roofs and walls ornamented with beautiful stones 

set with gold and silver, after the style of the temple. Besides all 

these buildings in Jerusalem, he built a summer palace in 
Lebanon.S/T/ November 27, 1884, page 710.5 


“| PLANTED me vineyards; | made me gardens and orchards, and | 
planted trees in them of all kind of fruits.” Literally, | made me 
paradises, beautiful parks for pleasure grounds. There was one of 
these, probably the principal one, about six miles from Jerusalem, 
at Etham. There he would go in stately progress out of the city in 
the morning, dressed in snow-white raiment, riding in his chariot of 
state, which was made of the finest cedar, decked with gold and 
silver and purple, carpeted with the costliest tapestry, worked by the 
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daughters of Jerusalem. A body-guard of sixty valiant men attended 
him, of the tallest and handsomest of the young men of Israel, 
arrayed in Tyrian purple, their long black hair, freshly sprinkled with 
gold-dust every day, glittering in the sun.S/7T/ November 27, 1884, 
page 710.6 


“| MADE me pools of water to water therewith the wood that 
bringeth forth trees.” These were necessary to keep his parks fresh 
and beautiful. There were three of them, all in the side of the valley 
of Etham. The upper pool was 380 feet long, 236 wide at the 
eastern end, and 229 at the western end, and 25 deep. Below this 
160 feet was the middle pool, 423 feet long, 250 broad at the 
eastern end, and 160 at the western, and 39 feet deep. Below this 
248 feet lay the lower pool, 582 feet long, 207 broad at the eastern 
end, and 148 at the western, and 50 feet deep. Each pool therefore 
covered somewhat more than two acres. They were partly hewn out 
of the solid rock, and partly built of masonry. All were lined with 
cement, all had flights of steps from top to bottom, and all three 
were connected together by conduits, and by an aqueduct 
connected with Jerusalem, so that not only his “paradise” at Etham 
was watered by them, but from them also his palaces and gardens 
at the city were supplied.S/7T/ November 27, 1884, page 710.7 


“| GATHERED me also silver and gold.” “And all King Solomon’s 
drinking vessels were of gold, and all the vessels of the house of 
the forest of Lebanon were of pure gold; none were of silver; it was 
nothing accounted of in the days of Solomon.” 7 Kings 10:27. “And 
the king made silver to be in Jerusalem as stones.” Verse 27. He 
“had at sea a navy” that went to Ophir, and once in three years 
came the navy bringing gold, and silver, ivory, apes, and peacocks. 
Verse 22. The gold that came to Solomon in a year was about 
$17,752,640. This with what David left to him, $2,904,000,000, 
amounted to $2,921,752,640, or enough to have given nearly $390 
to each man, woman, and child in the whole kingdom. And all this 
was “Besides that he had of the merchantmen, and of the traffic of 
the spice merchants, and of all the kings of Arabia, and of the 
governors of the country.” 7 Kings 10:15. That is, all this was beside 
the regular customs duties and taxes from his own kingdom. His 
navy brought at one voyage from Ophir $13,068,000 (2 Chronicles 
8:18); at another it brought $12,196,800 (7 Kings 9:28); the queen 





86 


of Sheba gave him $3,484,800 (chap. 10:10); and Hiram also gave 
him $3,484,800. Chap. 9:74. Surely gold was plenty.S/7T/ November 
27, 1884, page 710.8 


AFTER enjoying everything to the full, withholding not his “heart 
from any joy,” then he could only look on all the works that his 
hands had wrought and exclaim, “All was vanity and vexation of 
spirit”! The word translated “vanity” means “breath” or “light wind,” 
and its parallel is found in /saiah 40:6 and James 1:10, 17. All 
vanishes, all fades away, even life itself is but a vapor, appearing 
but “for a little time and then vanisheth away.” James 4:14.S/T] 
November 27, 1884, page 711.1 


FROM verse twelve it seems that after he had seen all this 
greatness, and glory, and folly, he turns to the contemplation of 
himself and the time when he walked in “wisdom,” and compares it 
with the years of his “madness and folly,” and as his firm decision 
he leaves us this apple of gold in a picture of silver:—S/T/ 
November 27, 1884, page 711.2 


THEN | saw that wisdom excelleth folly AS FAR AS LIGHT 
EXCELLETH DARKNESS.S/T/ November 27, 1884, page 711.3 


ALONZO T. JONES. 
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December 4, 1884 
““Babylon Is Fallen’” The Signs of the Times 10, 46, p. 722. 


[THE following picture of the condition of the Christian world, was 
given by Rev. Arthur T. Pierson in a sermon before the Ministerial 
Convention of Philadelphia, in September, 1884. This is only a part 
of the sermon however. We have selected some of the most striking 
portions; but | what is here given, as well as in much more that 
might be given, there is food for much solemn reflection by all. And 
in view of it who will say that the Third Angel’s Message is out of 
place, in calling upon the people to come out of her, and keep the 
“commandments of God, and the faith of Jesus’?S/T/ December 4, 
1884, page 722.1 


ALONZO T. JONES. 


“Notes on the International Lesson. Ecclesiastes 12:1-14” The Signs of the 
Times 10, 46, p. 724. 


DECEMBER 21—Ecclesiastes 12:1-4 


REMEMBER now thy Creator. Remember him as Creator. “There 
are gods many and lords many,” but there is but one Creator, and 
he is the one living and true God. It is by this fact that in his own 
word he distinguishes himself from all other gods; as in /saiah 
40:18-20, 25, 26: “To whom then will ye liken God? or what likeness 
will ye compare unto him? The workman melteth a graven image, 
and the goldsmith spreadeth it over with gold, and casteth silver 
chains. He that is so impoverished that he hath no oblation 
chooseth a tree that will not rot; he seeketh unto him a cunning 
workman to prepare a graven image, that shall not be moved.” “To 
whom then will ye liken me, or shall | be equal? saith the Holy One. 
Lift up your eyes on high, and behold who hath created these 
things, that bringeth out their host by number; he calleth them all by 
names by the greatness of his might, for that he is strong in power; 
not one faileth.” And again in Isaiah, thirty-seventh chapter, the king 
of Assyria wrote a letter to king Hezekiah, in which he said: “Let not 
thy God, in whom thou trustest, deceive thee, saying, Jerusalem 
shall not be given into the hand of the king of Assyria.... Have the 
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gods of the nations delivered them which my fathers have 
destroyed, as Gozan, and Haran, and Rezeph, and the children of 
Eden which were in Telassar?” “And Hezekiah received the letter 
from the hand of the messengers, and read it; and Hezekiah went 
up into the house of the Lord, and spread it before the Lord. And 
Hezekiah prayed unto the Lord, saying, O Lord of hosts, God of 
Israel, that dwellest between the cherubim, thou art the God, even 
thou alone, of all the kingdoms of the earth; thou hast made heaven 
and earth. Incline thine ear, O Lord, and hear; open thine eyes, O 
Lord, and see; and hear all the words of Sennacherib, which hath 
sent to reproach the living God.” And in answer to that prayer “the 
angel of the Lord went forth, and smote in the camp of the 
Assyrians a hundred and fourscore and five thousand.”S/T/ 
December 4, 1884, page 724.1 


The fact that he is Creator is the primal reason given why all should 
worship him; and why he should be worshiped. “Serve the Lord with 
gladness; come before his presence with singing. Know ye that the 
Lord he is God; it is he that hath made us and not we ourselves.” 
Psalm 100:2, 3. “Worship him that made heaven and earth, and the 
sea, and the fountains of waters.” Revelation 14:7. “Thou art 
worthy, O Lord, to receive glory and honor and power; for [because] 
thou hast created all things, and for thy pleasure they are and were 
created.” Revelation 4:11. “In whose hand is the soul of every living 
thing, and the breath of all mankind.” Job 72:70. “In him we live and 
move and have our being.” Remember therefore thy Creator in the 
days of thy youth, and all thy days.S/T/ December 4, 1884, page 
724.2 


The fact that he performed the wonderful works of creation does not 
stand separated from him and us. He not only made these 
wonderful works; “He hath made his wonderful works to be 
remembered.” Psalm 111:4. The proper remembrance of him as 
Creator can only be by remembering the creation. And he has not 
enjoined upon us the duty to remember him without fully showing us 
how to do it. He has established an institution, the observance of 
which will ever keep in the mind the remembrance of the Creator— 
an institution by which, if properly observed, it is impossible to 
forget him. That institution is the Sabbath of the Lord. “Remember 
the Sabbath day, to keep it holy. Six days shalt thou labor, and do 
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all thy work; but the seventh day is the Sabbath of the Lord thy God; 
in it thou shalt not do any work, thou, nor thy son, nor thy daughter, 
thy manservant, nor thy maidservant, nor thy cattle, nor thy stranger 
that is within thy gates; for in six days the Lord made heaven and 
earth, the sea, and all that in them is, and rested the seventh day: 
wherefore the Lord blessed the Sabbath day, and hallowed it.” 
Exodus 20:8-11.SIT| December 4, 1884, page 724.3 


“And hallow my Sabbaths; and they shall be a sign between me and 
you, that ye may know that | am the Lord your God.” Ezekiel! 20:20. 
It is by hallowing the Sabbath that it becomes a sign by which we 
know that he is the Lord. And it is thus a sign that he is the Lord, 
because “in six days the Lord made haven and earth, and on the 
seventh day he rested.” Exodus 31:17. By hallowed observance of 
the seventh day we remember the “wonderful works” of the 
creation, and thus remember the Creator. This is God’s own 
appointed way for us to remember him. It is the truth that the 
hallowed observance of the seventh day, the works of creation, and 
the remembrance of the Creator are inseparably connected. “What, 
therefore, God hath joined together, let not man put asunder.” S/7/ 
December 4, 1884, page 724.4 


Again, the Lord’s appointed way of bringing things to remembrance 
is by memorials. Numbers 5:15. Of the passover the Lord said: 
“And the blood shall be to you for a token upon the houses where 
ye are; and when | see the blood, | will pass over you, and the 
plague shall not be upon you to destroy you, when | smite the land 
of Egypt. And this day shall be unto you for a memorial.” Exodus 
12:13, 14. “The censers of these sinners against their own souls, let 
them make them broad plates for a covering of the altar; ... and they 
shall be a sign unto the children of Israel.... And they were made 
broad plates for a covering of the altar; to be a memorial unto the 
children of Israel.” Numbers 16:38-40. Therefore when we read in 
the Bible of the Sabbath as a sign, we may lawfully read it as a 
memorial; thus Ezekiel 20:20: “And hallow my Sabbaths; and they 
shall be a memorial ... that ye may know that | am the Lord your 
God.” He desires that we shall ever have him in remembrance; to 
that purpose he established a memorial; that memorial is the 
Sabbath, and “the seventh day is the Sabbath.” “Thy name, O Lord, 
endureth forever; and thy memorial, O Lord, throughout all 
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generations.” Psalm 135:13. “Remember now thy Creator.”S/T/ 
December 4, 1884, page 724.5 


“The preacher sought to find out acceptable words; and that which 
was written was upright, even words of truth. The words of the wise 
are as goads, and as nails fastened by the masters of assemblies, 
which are given from one shepherd.” The Lord is that one 
shepherd. Psalm 23:1. “We are the sheep of his pasture.” Psalm 
7100:3. These words are the words of the Lord, and are therefore 
words of truth. “And further, by these, my son, be admonished; of 
making many books there is no end; and much study is a weariness 
of the flesh.”S/T! December 4, 1884, page 724.6 


“Let us hear the conclusion of the whole matter: Fear God, and 
keep his commandments; for this is the whole duty of man.” In all 
the millions upon millions of books that have been or shall be made, 
there has not been a single principle of ethics set forth that is not 
contained in the ten commandments. And although many books are 
valuable, and worthy of deep study, yet the sum of all that is said in 
the books, and the most worthy subject of all study, is the law of 
God. Study it, therefore, ever and always with the prayer of him of 
old, “Open thou mine eyes, that | may behold wondrous things out 
of thy law.” Psalm 119:18.SITI December 4, 1884, page 724.7 


“For God will bring every work into judgment, with every secret 
thing, whether it be good, or whether it be evil.” The law of God 
being the rule of life, it must be the rule of judgment. “As many as 
have sinned in the law shall be judged by the law,” “in the day when 
God shall judge the secrets of men by Jesus Christ according to my 
gospel.” Romans 2:12, 16. They who shall stand in the Judgment 
are those whose “delight is in the law of the Lord,” and who 
meditate in his law day and night. Psa/m 7. Oh, how carefully we 
must meditate herein, for it is a discerner of the very “thoughts and 
intents of the heart” (Hebrews 4:72), and in that day the Lord “will 
make manifest the counsels of the heart” (7 Corinthians 4:5), “with 
every secret thing, whether it be good or whether it be evil.” Oh, that 
we might realize how fearfully searching the Judgment will be! 
Then, too, we could realize the blessedness of that salvation, and 
the riches of that precious blood which blots out all our 
transgression, so that it is remembered no more forever. But 
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realizing, faintly as we do, the awful importance of that event, we 
may pray with David: “Cleanse thou me from secret faults. Keep 
back thy servant also from presumptuous sins, let them not have 
dominion over me... Let the words of my mouth, and the meditation 
of my heart, be acceptable in thy sight, O Lord, my strength, and my 
redeemer.” Psalm 19:12-14.S/TI December 4, 1884, page 724.8 


A. T. JONES. 


“The Missionary. Australia—Our New Missionary Field” The Signs of the 
Times 10, 46, pp. 730, 731. 


AUSTRALIA lies south of the equator, between the 10th and 40th 
parallels of latitude, and between the 113th and 153rd degrees of 
longitude. It measures 2,500 miles from east to west, and 1,950 
from north to south. Take away West Virginia, Delaware, Rhode 
Island, and the District of Columbia, from the United States, and 
then Australia and the United States are within eight square miles of 
being exactly the same size. It is nearly 8,000 miles from San 
Francisco, and the passage requires about a month. The mainland 
was known as Great Jova, to the Portuguese, early in the 16th 
century. In 1606 Torres sailed through the strait, which now bears 
his name, between New Guinea and the northeastern point of the 
mainland, while in the same year a Dutch ship named the Duyfken 
(Dove) touched the mainland at what is now Cape York. Ten years 
afterward another Dutch ship, commanded by Dirk Hartog, sailed 
along the west coast a distance of nearly 250 miles, and left on an 
islet at Shark’s Bay, a record of his expedition engraved on a tin 
plate, which was found there in 1801. In 1618 two Dutch vessels 
explored the great gulf on the north, and named it Carpentaria, in 
compliment to Peter Carpenter, who was then governor of the 
Dutch East India Company. Nine years afterward (1627) another 
Dutch ship, the Gulden Zeepaard, sailed along in sight of the whole 
southern shore.S/T/ December 4, 1884, page 730.1 


The first Englishman that ever visited the island was a buccaneer, 
Captain William Dampier, who spent five weeks ashore near 
Roebuck Bay, in 1688. Again, in 1699, Dampier made a voyage to 
the same place, not now as a buccaneer, however, but with a 
commission from the English admiralty. He wrote a narrative of his 
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voyage, giving an account of the trees, birds, and reptiles, that he 
saw, and of his encounters with the natives. Nothing more of 
importance was done for nearly a hundred years. In 1770 Captain 
Cook coasted along the whole length of the eastern side of the 
island, from Cape Hicks (named after Lieutenant Hicks, who first 
sighted it) to Cape York, and through Torres Strait to New Guinea. 
In his second voyage (1773) he went to New Zealand, 1,200 miles 
southeast of Australia, and in 1777 he visited both Tasmania (140 
miles south of Australia) and New Zealand.S/7T/ December 4, 1884, 
page 730.2 


The island is divided into six colonies, viz.: New South Wales, North 
Australia, Queensland, South Australia, Victoria, and West 
Australia. Of those, however, the three on the eastern coast, 
Queensland, New South Wales, and Victoria, with the extreme 
southern part of South Australia, are the principal ones. The 
government in each colony is by a legislature of two houses, the 
council and the assembly, and by a governor nominated by the 
queen of England, and all enactments of the legislature must be 
approved by the queen before they are legal.S/T/ December 4, 
1884, page 730.3 


NEW SOUTH WALES 


IS the oldest of the Australian colonies. Eighteen years after its 
discovery by Captain Cook, the British Government appointed it as 
the place where all their convicts should be sent; so it was first a 
penal colony. It then (1788) embraced about half of the whole 
island. In 1836 South Australia was cut off and erected into a new 
colony. In 1851 another division was made, and the colony of 
Victoria was established. In 1859 it was again divided, and the 
northern part was made a colony and named Queensland; so that 
now New South Wales is only about 500 miles square. It remained 
a penal colony till 1840, when England ceased to send its criminals 
there, and since that time it has increased very fast in population, 
so that now it has over 700,000 inhabitants. Its chief article of 
export is wool. It has extensive gold fields also, and is the richest 
part of the island in coal. It has three lines of railway, aggregating 
about 700 miles, and telegraph lines amounting to more than 8,000 
miles. Sydney is the capital, and is a city of about 150,000 
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inhabitants.S/T/ December 4, 1884, page 730.4 


QUEENSLAND 


AS before stated, was set off from New South Wales in 1859. The 
first settlers in this colony were also convicts sent from the home 
government. Its population is about 220,000. The principal products 
are corn, wheat, barley, and sugar cane. It, too, has rich gold mines 
also copper, coal, and tin, and in the north some pearl fisheries. It 
has over 400 miles of railroad, and nearly 5,000 miles of telegraph 
lines. Its capital is Brisbane, 500 miles north of Sydney, and has 
about 35,000 inhabitants. Ipswich is the second town in size, having 
about 8,000, about 35 miles from Brisbane. Rockinghampton, 400 
miles northwest of Brisbane, is next in size; it has about 7,000. 
Warwick is considered the “prettiest and healthiest inland town in 
the colony;” it has a population of over 4,000.S/T/ December 4, 
1884, page 730.5 


SOUTH AUSTRALIA 


IS the second colony in size, and has a population of about 
250,000. Its principal mineral is copper; it has some gold, a little 
silver, and large quantities of iron. Its chief products are wheat, 
oats, barley, and wine. Adelaide is the capital, and has about 
35,000 inhabitants.S/7/ December 4, 1884, page 730.6 


WEST AUSTRALIA 


DOES not amount to much. It has only about 30,000 inhabitants, 
only 78 miles of railroad, and its principal products altogether are 
wool, lead ore, and pearls.S/7T/ December 4, 1884, page 730.7 


VICTORIA 


IS the most southern part of Australia, and is the southeastern 
corner of the island. The first settlement was made there in 1835, 
when Melbourne was founded. It was separated from New South 
Wales, and made a colony in 1851. It is a little larger than Idaho, 
and by far the richest part of Australia. Fruit and vegetables of all 
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kinds grow in abundance. Its mineral wealth is said to be 
unparalleled in any place of equal size. There are the richest gold 
fields in Australia; also copper, silver, antimony, zinc, cobalt, 
manganese, coal, iron, kaolin, bitumen, and other minerals, are all 
found in great abundance. The leading products are wheat, barley, 
and oats. Melbourne is its capital, and is also the largest city in 
Australia. Its population is over 200,000. The total population of the 
colony is nearly 900,000. It has more than 1,000 miles of railroad, 
and nearly 3,000 miles of telegraph lines. Victoria has the finest 
climate in all Australia; indeed, it has been set down as “delicious.” 
The coldest weather ever recorded in Melbourne was only five 
degrees below the freezing point (27° Fahr.), and the hottest 111 
degrees, but that was caused by a hot wind, called “brickfielder,” 
which sometimes blows for a few hours in summer. The mean 
annual temperature for fourteen years was 57.6 degrees at 
Melbourne, and for the whole colony, 56.8 degrees. Being on the 
other side of the equator from us, of course their seasons are 
directly opposite to ours. That is, there spring is in September, 
October, and November; summer is December, January, and 
February; fall is March, April, and May; and winter, June, July, and 
August. This makes January and February the hottest months, 
when the thermometer marks from 100 to 108 degrees in the 
shade; and July the coldest month, when the temperature at the 
lowest is only two or three degrees below freezing. Besides 
Melbourne, Victoria has the following cities, with their respective 
populations: Geelong, 16,000; Ballarat, 48,000; Sandhurst, 27,000; 
Castlemaine, 7,000; Beechworth, 3,000; and Portland, 2,600. Of 
these, Geelong is 40, Ballarat about 60, Castlemaine 77, and 
Sandhurst 100 miles from Melbourne. Beechworth and Portland are 
about 140 miles in opposite directions from Melbourne.S/T/ 
December 4, 1884, page 730.8 


RELIGION AND EDUCATION 


The total population of Australia is about 2,500,000. Of these about 
252,000 are Catholics, 5,500 Jews, and 42,500 Mohammedans and 
pagans, or about 300,000 in all, which would leave about 2,200,000 
of what might be termed Protestants. Of these about one-half are 
supposed to be of the Church of England. There are nine bishops of 
the Church of England there, and of the Catholic Church one 
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archbishop, and ten bishops. Statistics of the colonies are very 
scanty, but it appears that Victoria is far ahead of all the others in 
these interests as well as in everything else.S/7/ December 4, 
1884, page 731.1 


The number of public schools in Victoria is 1,664; instructors, 3,906; 
average attendance, 116,608; enrolled, 231,169. Number of private 
schools, 596; instructors, 1,700; scholars, 37,582. The total number 
of children receiving education in all the institutions of the colony is 
about 190,000.S/7T/ December 4, 1884, page 731.2 


In the colony of Victoria there are over 700 clergymen, 2,815 church 
editors, with sittings for 420,051 people; the usual attendance is 
estimated at 203,772, and the approximate number of services 
during the year, 226,343. This gives an average church attendance 
of about one in every three of the total population of the colony. 
This is a remarkable showing, but Mr. Forbes, the famous war 
correspondent, informs us that it is a common thing for the people 
to walk fifteen miles, or even more, to attend a single lecture. And if 
they will do that to hear a common lecture, what will they not do 
when the splendor of the Third Angel's Message shines unto them? 
We look forward to grand results of the Australian missionary work. 
May the Lord send his angels to prepare the way; may they 
accompany those who go; and may they stir up all who remain, and 
help us to cheer and hold up the hands of those who go.S/T/ 
December 4, 1884, page 731.3 


ALONZO T. JONES. 
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December 11, 1884 


“National Reform and the Chinese” The Signs of the Times 10, 47, p. 738. 


EVER since Congress passed the Chinese Restriction Act, the 
Christian Statesman has been in great tribulation, because of the 
great wrong committed by the nation in that piece of legislation. 
Now in this article we propose no discussion of the righteousness or 
unrighteousness of that act of Congress, or whether it was just or 
unjust in itself. Our controversy is with the Christian Statesman, on 
its own published propositions, all of which are editorial utterances, 
and therefore stand as authoritative principles of National 
Reform.S/T/ December 11, 1884, page 738.1 


By act of Congress the importation, or emigration, of Chinese 
laborers was prohibited for a period of ten years. This act the 
Christian Statesman denounced at the time. The late political 
campaign has given occasion for it to renew its objections. In its 
issue of Sept. 25, 1884, among “the gravest moral evils, evils which 
threaten the very life of the nation,” “injustice to the Chinese” is one. 
In its issue of Oct. 23, 1884, it says that “the unchristian Chinese 
policy of the two great parties is part of the indictment which the 
better conscience of the country is charging upon them.” Again, in 
its issue of Oct. 2, 1884, we read: “The two leading political parties 
have vied with each other in displaying their readiness to exclude 
the Chinamen from our shores, and have declared for the policy of 
exclusion, in their respective platforms. This policy, on the other 
hand, is felt by large numbers of Christian men to be in violation of 
the natural rights of men, as well as contrary to the spirit and 
teachings of the religion of Jesus, and increases the dissatisfaction 
with which, on other grounds, these parties and their platforms are 
regarded.”S/T/ December 11, 1884, page 738.2 


Now what do the Statesman and the National Reform Party 
propose instead of this? We read: “We may not shut the door in the 
face of any one who wishes to come and dwell with us. No nation 
has the right to do this, even for the preservation of religious 
character.” “Make all men welcome to our shores, but give all men 
to understand that without Christianity we perish, we must maintain 
by all right means our Christian character. Inscribe this character on 
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our Constitution... Enforce upon all that come among us the laws of 
Christian morality.”SIT| December 11, 1884, page 738.3 


Let us analyze this position and see wherein it differs from the 
position of the political parties which it condemns. By the term “laws 
of Christian morality,” the Statesman means the ten 
commandments. With this definition then it says, “Enforce upon all 
that come among us the ten commandments.” Now “enforce,” 
according to Webster, means “to force; to constrain; to compel; to 
execute with vigor.” Therefore the Statesman says: “Force, compel, 
all that come among us to keep the ten commandments.” “Execute 
with vigor the ten commandments upon all that come among us.” 
But the second commandment forbids men to make, to bow down 
to, or to serve, graven images; and this bears with particular force 
against the Chinese, for they do make and worship graven images; 
so that it may fairly be said that of all the Chinese who should ever 
desire to come to this country, they would be, without exception, 
idolaters. Now when, by constitutional amendment, this shall have 
been declared a Christian nation, and notice shall have thus been 
given that all who come here will be compelled to keep the ten 
commandments, will that be a sufficient argument to induce the 
Chinese to abandon their idols that they may come here? Allowing 
all the wondrous efficacy that has been ascribed to National 
Reform, such could hardly be expected of it, for the Chinese are 
just as sincere in their worship, idolatrous as it is, as are the 
National Reformers in theirs; and it certainly will require something 
more than an amendment to the Constitution of the United States to 
convince them that their worship is wrong. So it is easy enough to 
tell what the Chinese will do when the time comes that they shall 
have to choose whether they will abandon their worship or come to 
the United States. With such an alternative they will never come to 
this country. Therefore the success of the National Reform policy 
will just as absolutely exclude the Chinese from this country as 
does the act of Congress which is now in force, and which is so 
unsparingly denounced by that party.S/T/ December 11, 1884, page 
738.4 


Now to show that the force that is given to their expressions, by the 
definitions before given, is not more than they intend, we give some 
more of their words on this subject. In the San Francisco Chronicle 
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of September 24, 1884, appeared an account of a Chinese 
procession in that city, in honor of their god Llow Wong. In the 
Christian Statesman of October 30, 1884, under the caption, 
“Idolatry Publicly Tolerated,” the account is copied in full, and then 
commented on as follows: “The remedy lies, not in the exclusion of 
the Chinese from our shores, where they have from God a perfect 
right to come, but in the legal prohibition of their public idolatry, 
which they have from God no right to practice, and which no 
Christian Government ought to tolerate on its soil.” “Odious it is, 
offensive to Christian sensibilities, provoking the anger of Heaven 
against the nation which tolerates it. But ... the American people 
generally would doubtless be shocked by the suggestion that such 
open idolatry should be suppressed by law. But if this is, as 
claimed, a Christian nation, and if Jehovah is our God, why should 
the suggestion be considered as strange or impracticable?” It is 
plain, therefore, by their own declarations, that the Chinese cannot 
come to this country and bring their worship with them, and that, as 
we have seen, works the exclusion of the Chinese as effectually as 
any other means that could be employed. And all this must be 
done, it says, to “maintain our Christian character;” and this, too, 
after stating explicitly, as above, that “no nation has the right to do 
this even for the preservation of religious character.” The 
Statesman may talk of the servility of the political parties all it 
pleases, but if there ever was a political party that exceeded the 
National Reform Party in hollow pretense, or sham principle, we 
should like the Statesman to point it out.S/T/ December 11, 1884, 
page 738.5 


There is another phase of this question. Suppose that while the 
United States refuses to “tolerate” the worship of the Chinese, they 
should refuse to “tolerate,” in their country, the worship of the 
Christians. Suppose that when this nation has “suppressed by law” 
the worship of the Chinese, they should retaliate and suppress by 
law the worship of the Christians. What could this nation do? 
Remonstrance would come with very poor grace from the nation 
that first committed the intolerance. And so the sword of National 
Reform would cut both ways; it would not only shut the Chinese out 
of this country, but would shut Christianity out of China.S/T/ 
December 11, 1884, page 738.6 
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Now let us draw a comparison between the action of Congress 
which the Statesman condemns, and the action of the nation which 
it would approve.S/7/ December 11, 1884, page 738.7 


IT CONDEMNS IT APPROVES 
An act of Congress which An amendment to the Constitution the effect of 
excludes the Chinese. which will be the same. 


An act which excludes The 
Chinese for ten years. 

An act of Congress which An act the effect of which would be the same, 
might be repealed by any and which could not possibly be effected by 
subsequent Congress. less than three-fourths of the whole nation. 


An act which excludes 
only one class of Chinese 
—Laborers. 

An act which excludes 
only one class, and one 
nation for ten years. 


An act which would exclude them for all time. 


An act which will exclude all classes of 
Chinese. 


An act which, with one exception—Christians— 
excludes all classes of all nations for all time. 


Therefore, if the action of Congress and the political parties are by 
the National Reform Party to be condemned seven times, surely the 
National Reform Party itself must be condemned seventy times 
seven.S/Tl December 11, 1884, page 738.8 


A. T. JONES. 


“Notes on the International Lesson. Acts 20:7-15” The Signs of the Times 
10, 47, p. 743. 


DECEMBER 28—Acts 20:7-15 


“AND upon the first day of the week, when the disciples came 
together to break bread, Paul preached unto them.” This is counted, 
in the lesson, the “golden text;” but it is not only in this lesson that it 
is counted so, it is deemed of the “utmost importance” by all who 
keep Sunday, because of its being the only recorded instance in the 
New Testament of a meeting on that day. Now let us carefully and 
fairly examine the whole narrative and see what example there is in 
it in favor of Sunday keeping. And mark, if it be an example in one 
point, it is an example in every point.S/7/ December 11, 1884, page 
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743.1 


WHEN was this meeting held? “Upon the first day of the week.” 
Who were they that composed the meeting? “The disciples came 
together,” and “Paul preached unto them.” For what did they come 
together? “Came together to break bread.” It is plain, then, that Paul 
and the disciples at Troas came together to break bread, on the first 
day of the week.S/T/ December 11, 1884, page 743.2 


NOW there is another important question: What part of the first day 
of the week was it when they came together? “Upon the first day of 
the week when the disciples came together to break bread ... there 
were many lights in the upper chamber where they were gathered 
together.” And Paul “continued his speech until midnight.” This 
meeting therefore was in the night of the first day of the week. Now, 
according to the Bible, when does the day begin? Leviticus 23:27 
says: “On the tenth day of this seventh month there shall be a day 
of atonement.” Verse 32: “It shall be unto you a sabbath of rest; .. in 
the ninth day of the month at even, from even unto even, shall ye 
celebrate your sabbath.” Deuteronomy 16:6. “At even at the doing 
down of the sun.” So, then, the tenth day of the month was from 
sundown on the ninth day till sundown on the tenth day. In other 
words sunset marks the beginning of a new day. This is strictly 
according to the order of God at the creation. Genesis 7:2: “And the 
earth was without form and void and darkness was upon the face of 
the deep.” So far all was darkness. “And God said, Let there be 
light; and there was light.” God “commanded the light to shine out of 
darkness.” 2 Corinthians 4:6. Thus darkness being upon the earth 
and light following, darkness is naturally the first part of the day. 
“And the evening [darkness] and the morning, [light] were the first 
day.” Genesis 1:5.S/T] December 11, 1884, page 743.3 


THIS is confirmed in the New Testament. InMark 1:21-28 we read 
of the Saviour teaching in the synagogue on the Sabbath day. And 
inverses 29-31, that forthwith when they come out of the 
synagogue they went into Simon’s house and healed Peter’s wife’s 
mother of the fever; then in verse 32 it is written, “And at even, 
when the sun did set, they brought unto him all that were diseased, 
and them that were possessed with devils.” They would not carry 
the diseased to him on the Sabbath, but just as soon as it was past, 
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at the setting of the sun, they brought them all, “and all the city was 
gathered together at the door.” Dr. Clarke says: “The sick were not 
brought out to our Lord till after sunset, because then the Sabbath 
was ended.” See on Matthew 8:76. And as the Sabbath ended, so 
the first day of the week began, at the setting of the sun. These are 
Bible facts, and accordingly if a meeting is held in the night on the 
first day of the week, it must be held between sunset on Sabbath 
(Saturday) and sunrise on Sunday. Therefore this meeting at Troas 
was on what we now call Saturday night. It was impossible for it to 
be on any other night, and still be on the first day of the week. S/7/ 
December 11, 1884, page 743.4 


WITH this agree many eminent commentators. Conybeare and 
Howson’s “Life and Epistles of Paul” says: it was the evening 
which succeeded the Jewish Sabbath. On the Sunday morning the 
vessel was about to sail. The Christians of Troas were gathered 
together... The place was an upper room.... The night was dark. 
Many lamps were burning in the room where the congregation was 
assembled.” Professor Hackett says: “The apostle then waited for 
the expiration of the Jewish Sabbath, and held his last religious 
service with the brethren at Troas ... on Saturday evening, and 
consequently resumed his journey on Sunday morning.” Kitto says: 
“In fact, the Jewish civil day began, as it still does, not with the 
morning, but with the evening; thus the Sabbath commences with 
the sunset of Friday, and ends with the sunset on Saturday. Under 
this arrangement the night seems to have been regarded ... as 
belonging to and ushering in the day that follows.” He quotes from 
Tacitus “nox decree diem videtur,” i.e., night appears to lead the 
day. “Indications of this primeval order exist among many nations, 
and even we have ‘sevennight’ and “fortnight to signify seven days 
and fourteen days.” Prynne says of this meeting: “For my own part | 
clearly conceive that it was upon Saturday night, .. and not the 
coming Sunday night. Because St. Luke records that it was upon 
the first day of the week when this meeting was, therefore it must 
needs be on the Saturday evening, not on our Sunday evening, 
since the Sunday evening in St. Luke’s and the Scripture account 
was not part of the first, but of the second day, the day ever 
beginning and ending at evening.” So, then, it is a fact that this 
meeting at Troas was upon what is now called Saturday night.S/7/ 
December 11, 1884, page 743.5 





102 


PAUL preached till midnight, then Eutychus fell out of the window; 
Paul went down and restored him to life, came up again, and then 
they broke the bread. Mark, the bread was not broken fill after 
midnight. And when he had broken the bread, and eaten, and 
talked till break of day, then he started “afoot” for Assos, twenty 
miles away, on Sunday morning.S!T!| December 11, 1884, page 
743.6 


BUT his eight companions on the voyage had already gone. “We 
went before to ship, and sailed unto Assos.” Verse 73. In fact, they 
were not at the meeting at all. Now let us read the narrative again, 
and to more easily get this point, we will italicize the distinguishing 
words. Begin with the fifth verse: “These [seven] going before 
tarried for us at Troas. And we [Paul and Luke] sailed away from 
Philippi ... and came unto fhem to Troas, ... where we [all] abode 
seven days. And upon the first day of the week, when the disciples 
came together ... Paul preached unto them ... and there were many 
lights ... where they were gathered together... And they brought the 
young man alive.” Notice, he says we abode at Troas seven days. 
He does not say that on the first day of the week we came together, 
but, “the disciples came together.” He does not say, Paul preached 
unto us, but, “Paul preached unto them.” He does not say, There 
were many lights where we were gathered together, but, where they 
were gathered together. He does not say we brought the young 
man alive, but, “they brought the young man alive.” But where were 
the “we?” what were “we” doing all this time? Ah! he tells us. “We 
went before to ship, and sailed unto Assos.” It is a fact, therefore, 
that Paul’s eight traveling companions were not at this meeting at 
all, but, instead, were aboard the ship sailing to Assos. And this was 
by the direction of Paul himself. “We sailed unto Assos, there 
intending to take in Paul; for so had he appointed, minding himself 
to go afoot. And when he met with us at Assos, we took him in, and 
came to Mitylene.”S/T/ December 11, 1884, page 743.7 


AGAIN, the record says they were at Troas on the “first day of the 
week.” The same record (verse 75) says that “the next day” they 
sailed from Mitylene “and come over against [or abreast of] Chios.” 
And this is proof positive that they went from Troas to Mitylene on 
the first day of the week, which makes fifty miles that Paul traveled, 
and seventy miles that his companions, by his appointment, 
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traveled on the first day of the week, commonly called Sunday, and 
sometimes called the “Christian Sabbath.” Once more: The “first 
day of the week” they went from Troas to Mitylene, about seventy 
miles; “the next day” they went from Mitylene to Chios, about 
seventy miles; “the next day” they went from Chios to Samos and 
Trogyllium, about seventy miles; and “the next day” to Miletus, 
about thirty miles, and from there Paul sent for the Ephesian elders 
(verses 13-17), all of which shows that they traveled just as far on 
the first day of the week as they did on any other day of which the 
record speaks. And that proves that Sapater, and Aristarchus, and 
Secundus, and Gaius, and Tychicus, and Trophimus, and Timothy, 
and LUKE, and PAUL considered the first day of the week as no 
more sacred than “the next day,” or “the next day,” or “the next 
day.”S/Tl December 11, 1884, page 743.8 


NOW if this be the account of how the first day of the week should 
be observed, then how much Sabbath observance is there about it? 
Just none at all. And if this be, as is claimed, the example of the 
observance of the first day of the week by the apostles and primitive 
Christians, then how many of them observed it as any more sacred 
than the other days of the week? Not one. A. T. JONESSI/T/ 
December 11, 1884, page 743.9 
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December 18, 1884 


“Axiomatic Theology’” The Signs of the Times 10, 48, p. 754. 


JOSEPH COOK has now been on the Pacific Coast about a month 
on a lecturing tour; first in Portland, Oregon, later, and even now 
(Dec. 10), in San Francisco. He seems to pride himself on his being 
the exponent of what he calls “Axiomatic Theology.” “An axiom is a 
self-evident truth which is taken for granted as the basis of 
reasoning."—Webster. Self-evident is “evident without proof or 
reasoning; producing certainty, or clear conviction, upon a bare 
presentation to the mind.”’—/b. Axiomatic theology is a good thing, 
therefore, provided what is taken as the basis of reasoning be really 
self-evident, provided it be really an axiom. But when that which is 
taken for granted is the very thing to be proved, it then becomes 
just anything but axiomatic. This is bad enough; but when the “basis 
of reasoning” is not only not “evident without proof,” but is incapable 
of proof; when it is not only not “a self-evident truth,” but is not truth 
at all, it is far worse; and when such passes, and is applauded, as 
“Axiomatic Theology,” methinks that were Shakespeare alive he 
would not ask so skeptically, “What’s in a name?”S/T/ December 
18, 1884, page 754.1 


“Does Death End All?” is one of Mr. Cook’s “Axiomatic Theology” 
lectures; and the “axiom,” the “self-evident truth” which is taken as 
the basis of his reasoning, isthe immortality of the soul. 
Theologically, “immortality is the perpetuity of existence after it has 
once begun.”—McClintock and Strong Philologically, immortality is 
“unending existence."—Webster. The immortality of the soul, 
therefore, is the perpetual, the unending existence of the soul. Now 
when this is stated as self-evident, and then laid as the basis of 
reasoning on the question, “Does death end all?” the conclusion 
must inevitably be in the negative. Then Mr. Cook says: “If we can 
satisfy ourselves in the negative on this point, then we may safely 
believe in the immortality of the soul.” Certainly. Lay down a 
proposition to which there is no possibility of an answer except in 
the negative, then satisfy yourself of that negative, and you can 
safely believe your proposition. Prove the negative by your 
proposition, then prove your proposition by the negative, and you 
can rest assured that you are right. Thus: The soul is immortal, 
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therefore death cannot end all. Death does not end all, therefore the 
soul is immortal. And this is “Axiomatic Theology.”S/7T/ December 
18, 1884, page 754.2 


Mr. Cook says: “The germinal matter that weaves the sponge is, as 
far as science can determine, identical with the same that weaves 
the brain. There is a weaver somewhere. Life is the cause of form in 
matter. Cause goes before effect. Life goes before organization. If it 
goes before, why may it not survive?” Let us grant it all for a 
moment, and see what it proves. “Life is the cause of form in 
matter.” Life is the “weaver” in the sponge, as in man. “Life goes 
before organization.” “The weaver goes before his weft” in the 
sponge as in man. “If life goes before organization, why may it not 
survive?” “Why may not the weaver survive his weft?” “If it weaves 
this body, why may it not weave another after it leaves this?” (I 
heard him say it.) Now if that argument proves an immortal soul for 
man, it just as decidedly proves the same for the sponge, because 
he says “the germinal matter that weaves ... is identical’ in both. 
And that is “Axiomatic Theology.”S/7T/ December 18, 1884, page 
754.3 


Next he said: “We have been all the evening in the moonlight and 
starlight. Now [holding up an open Bible] we stand in the sunlight.” 
“Christ brought life and immortality to light.” Christ did not bring life 
and immortality to light by demonstrating the immortality of the soul. 
It was by the resurrection of the dead. And this is as far from the 
immortality of the soul as is heathenism from Christianity; as far as 
is falsehood from the truth. And when Mr. Cook tries to train the fact 
of Christ bringing life and immortality to light, into the defense of the 
immortality of the soul, he involves himself in a difficulty which 
reminds us of Macaulay’s description of some of Gladstone’s 
arguments in favor of Church and State. “His artillery ... is 
composed of two sorts of pieces, pieces which will not go off at all, 
and pieces which go off with a vengeance and recoil with most 
crushing effect upon himself.” In Mr. Cook’s appeal to the 
Scriptures, what did he prove? This: “The fact of the resurrection of 
Christ is as well authenticated as is the fact that Napoleon lived. 
Christ taught of life, death, and the resurrection. He lived, died, and 
proved it.” This argument, instead of proving the positions already 
taken in his lecture, effectually destroyed them all, by showing 
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plainly that future life can only be by the resurrection of the dead; 
that without a resurrection there is no Garfield, Lincoln, nor 
Washington; that without a resurrection there is, in his own words, 
“no more immortality for you and me than there is for a snuffed 
candle.” So instead of saying he had been “all the evening in the 
moonlight and starlight,” | should say he had been in the fog. And 
that instead of really coming out into “the sunlight” of the Bible, he 
dragged the Bible into the fog with him. But such is “Axiomatic 
Theology” on the subject of the immortality of the soul.S/T/ 
December 18, 1884, page 754.4 


So must it ever be. The immortality of the soul cannot be proved. 
Without the Bible, life after death cannot be proved. And with the 
Bible it can only be proved by a resurrection of the dead. By the 
resurrection of the dead, and by that alone, the Bible sets before us 
the hope of a future life; and without the resurrection there is no life 
after death. Macaulay indeed stated the truth when he said, “In 
truth, all the philosophers, ancient and modern, who have 
attempted, without the help of revelation, to prove the immortality of 
man, from Plato down to Franklin (or Joseph Cook we would add), 
appear to us to have failed deplorably.,-—Essay, Von Ranke.S!T/ 
December 18, 1884, page 754.5 


It is confessed by all, that the immortality of the soul is not taught in 
the Old Testament; it is only claimed from the New Testament, 
because there it is said that Christ brought immortality to light. But 
how did he bring it to light? Read 2 Timothy 7:70, “brought life and 
immortality to light through the gospel.” What is the gospel? Read 7 
Corinthians 15:1-4: “Moreover, brethren, | declare unto you the 
gospel which | preached unto you ... by which also ye are saved, if 
ye keep in memory what | preached unto you.... For | delivered unto 
you first of all that which | also received, how that Christ died for our 
sins according to the Scriptures; and that he was buried, and that 
he rose again the third day according to the Scriptures.” The death, 
burial, and resurrection of Christ is the summary, the substance of 
the gospel. By this therefore Christ brought life and immortality to 
light. It could not be by his death, for that was the common fate of 
all men. It could not be by his burial, for that was familiar to all 
living. Therefore it could have been only by his resurrection. By that 
he brought into the light, he demonstrated, “life and immortality.” 
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Now men are to “seek for it” (Romans 2:7) through Christ (Romans 
6:23), and obtain it by the resurrection, at the coming of the 
Saviour. 7 Corinthians 15:51-54; 1 Thessalonians 4:15, 16.SITI 
December 18, 1884, page 754.6 


The “immortality” which Christ brought to light, and the “immortality 
of the soul,” are two widely distinct things. This is proved by Acis 
17:18. When Paul was at Athens, the very headquarters of the 
doctrine of the immortality of the soul, the philosophers encountered 
him, and some said, “He seemeth to be a setter forth of strange 
gods, because he preached unto them Jesus and the resurrection.” 
And again when he preached the same thing to the highest court of 
that intensely intellectual city, “When they heard of the resurrection 
of the dead some mocked.” If Paul had preached to them Jesus and 
the immortality of the soul, they never would have “mocked” nor 
called him a “setter forth of strange gods.” To them that would have 
been nothing “strange;” with that they were thoroughly acquainted. 
This text, therefore, is proof positive that the immortality which 
Christ brought to light is not the immortality of the soul. We may, 
and do, therefore, deny in toto, the immortality of the soul; but we 
believe, and trust implicitly in the “life and immortality,” which Christ 
brought to light; and we expect to obtain it in the way in which he 
brought it to light.S/7/ December 18, 1884, page 754.7 


If the immortality of the soul be the truth, we wish some one who 
believes it would tell how Christ brought it to light. Without fear of 
successful contradiction, we state, and emphasize it, as a fact that 
there is not a single element of the doctrine of the immortality of the 
soul held by Christians, which was not held and taught more than 
three hundred and fifty years before Christ came into the world. 
This being the fact, we ask in all reason, how much or what part of 
that doctrine did Christ bring to light? The doctrine of the immortality 
of the soul nullifies the mission of Christ.S/T/ December 18, 1884, 
page 754.8 


ALONZO T. JONES. 


“Notes on the International Lesson. Acts 20:17-27” The Signs of the Times 
10, 48, pp. 758, 759. 





108 


JANUARY 4—Acts 20:17-27 


GOLDEN TEXT: “Repentance toward God and faith toward our 
Lord Jesus Christ.” In all the preaching of the gospel by John the 
Baptist, by Christ, and by all the apostles, “repentance” was the first 
great requisite upon which they insisted. “Repent ye,” cried John 
the Baptist. atihew 3:2. Said Jesus, “Repent ye.” Vark 7:75. “lam 
... come to call ... sinners to repentance.” Matthew 9:73. “I say unto 
you there is joy in the presence of the angels of God over one 
sinner that repenteth.” Luke 15:70. “Then began he to upbraid the 
cities wherein the most of his mighty works were done, because 
they repented not.” Matthew 17:20. “The men of Nineveh shall rise 
in judgment with this generation, and shall condemn it; because 
they repented at the preaching of Jonas.” Matthew 12:41. And in 
reference to the Galileans whose blood Pilate had mingled with 
their sacrifices, and the eighteen, upon whom the tower in Siloam 
fell, he said: “I tell you ... except ye repent, ye shall all likewise 
perish.” When the twelve were sent forth, “they went out, and 
preached that men should repent.” ark 6:72. After his resurrection 
Jesus said to the twelve that “repentance and remission of sins 
should be preached in his name among all nations, beginning at 
Jerusalem.” Luke 24:47. On Pentecost, when men asked the 
apostle, “What shall we do?” Peter answered, “Repent;” and again 
in Solomon’s porch after telling them that they had “killed the Prince 
of life,” Peter said, “Repent ye therefore.” Paul at Athens declared 
to them that God “now commandeth all men everywhere to repent.” 
Acts 17:30. And to Agrippa, he said that he had showed “throughout 
all the coasts of Judea, and then to the Gentiles, that they should 
repent.” Acts 26:20. To the Ephesus state of the church, Christ said: 
“Remember from whence thou art fallen and repent.” To the 
Pergamos state of the church he said, “Repent.” To Sardis he said, 
“Repent.” And to the Laodiceans, the last of the church, he says, 
“Be zealous therefore, and repent.” Revelation 2:5, 16; 3:3, 19. 
From the first book of the New Testament to the last, the voice of 
the Lord to sinners is, REPENTS/7T/ December 18, 1884, page 
758.1 


WHAT is repentance? Some say, Godly sorrow for sin is 
repentance. It is not. There can be no true repentance without godly 
sorrow, but godly sorrow is not repentance. Paul says, “Godly 
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sorrow worketh repentance.” 2 Corinthians 7:10. To repent signifies 
“to change one’s mode of thinking, feeling, and acting,—reformation 
of life."—-Greenfield. Godly sorrow, i.e., a sorrow before God, and 
that takes him and his will into account, a sorrow because the evil of 
an ill-mannered life has been offensive to him,—this “worketh,” this 
leads to a reformation of life, a manner of life which is not 
conformed to this world, but is transformed by the renewing of the 
mind, by which is proved “what is that good and acceptable and 
perfect will of God.” Romans 12:2. This repentance, “reformation of 
life,” must be thorough, it cannot be confined alone to the mind, to 
our opinions of things; our change of mind must be shown in 
actions. This the Scripture shows: “Bring forth therefore fruits meet 
for repentance,” margin, fruits “answerable to amendment of life.” 
Matthew 3:8. “That they should repent and turn to God anddo 
works meet for repentance.” Acts 26:20.S/T! December 18, 1884, 
page 758.2 


WHAT are “works meet for repentance’? What are “works 
answerable to amendment of life’? “Be renewed in the spirit of your 
mind.” “Put off ... the old man, which is corrupt, [and] put on the new 
man, which after God is created in righteousness and true holiness. 
Wherefore putting away lying, speak every man truth.... Let him that 
stole steal no more; but rather let him labor, working with his hands 
the thing which is good, that he may have to give to him that 
needeth. Let no corrupt communication proceed out of your mouth, 
but that which is good.... Let all bitterness, and wrath, and anger, 
and clamor, and evil speaking, be put away from you; ... and be ye 
kind one to another, tender-hearted, forgiving one another, even as 
God for Christ’s sake hath forgiven you.” Ephesians 4:22-32. Here, 
among other things, it is said, “Let him that stole steal no more.” But 
that is not all. He must give back that which he stole. “When | say 
unto the wicked, Thou shalt surely die; if he turn from his sin, and 
do that which is lawful and right; if the wicked restore the pledge, 
give again that he had robbed, walk in the statutes of life, without 
committing iniquity; he shall surely live, he shall not die.” Ezekiel 
33:14, 15. “Then it shall be because he hath sinned, and is guilty, 
that he shall restore that which he took violently away, or the thing 
which he hath deceitfully gotten, or that which was delivered him to 
keep, or the lost thing which he found, or all that about which he 
hath sworn falsely; he shall even restore it in the principal, and shall 
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add the fifth part more thereto, and give it unto him to whom it 
appertaineth in the day of his trespass offering.... And the priest 
shall make an atonement for him before the Lord, and it shall be 
forgiven him.” Leviticus 6:4-7. Such are works which show 
amendment of life. Such show that the heart has been touched, and 
wishes to stand right with God and man. Godly sorrow for the 
wrong, turning from the wrong, and then, as far as possible, making 
the wrong right,—that is repentance.S/7T/ December 18, 1884, page 
759.1 


REPENTANCE has to do with the principles of right. Therefore men 
must be shown their sins, else they never can repent. But “sin is the 

transgression of the law,” and “by the law is the knowledge of sin.” 

There can be no true repentance without reference and respect to 

the law of God. They who will preach to men to repent, must set 
before them the law of God, and by it show them their 
transgressions. This is the way the apostles preached; Peter said: 

“Him ... ye have taken, and by wicked hands have crucified and 

slain.” And when they heard this, they cried, What shall we do? 

Then Peter said unto them, Repent. “Repentance toward God” must 

be shown, because it is the law of God which we have 

transgressed, and because by that law is the knowledge of sin, of 

which we are to repent.S/7T/ December 18, 1884, page 759.2 


“AND faith toward our Lord Jesus Christ.” It is not enough to be 
sorry for the sin. It is not enough to turn from the sin. It is not 
enough that the wrong is made right with our fellow-man. All these 
together are not enough. All these are essential, but they are not 
enough. The wrong must be made right with God. The guilt of sin 
must be removed; the sin itself must be taken away. Christ alone 
can remove the sin and the guilt of it. And it is alone by faith in him 
that we can receive the forgiveness of sin. It is alone by faith in his 
blood that our sins can be blotted out. It is alone by faith in his 
atonement that we can receive the remission of sins; faith in his life, 
because he lived as our example (7 Peter 2:27); faith in his death, 
because he died “for our offenses;” faith in his resurrection, 
because he “was raised for our justification” (Romans 4:25); faith in 
his life again, because “he ever liveth to make intercession for us” 
(Hebrews 7:25).SIT! December 18, 1884, page 759.3 
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“REPENTANCE toward God and faith toward our Lord Jesus 
Christ,” is the synopsis of the Christian story. And the deeper that 

repentance goes, the higher faith will reach. If there were more 

genuine repentance in the world, there would be more abiding faith 

in Christ in the world.S/T/ December 18, 1884, page 759.4 


ALONZO T. JONES. 
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